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Appendix  B River  Authorities 


There  are  many  federal,  state  and  local  agencies  and  organizations  with  management  responsibilities  which 
affect  the  John  Day  River  System.  The  following  section  describes  the  responsibilities  of  federal,  state,  local  and 
private  agencies  whose  actions  influence  the  John  Day  River  system. 

Tribal  Governments 

The  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs  Reservation  and  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Umatilla 
Reservation  have  special  interests  in  management  of  the  John  Day  River  System.  Members  of  both  of  these 
organizations  use  the  river  and  surrounding  lands  in  traditional  ways  for  hunting,  gathering  and  religious 
purposes.  Previous  treaties  between  the  United  States  Government  and  these  tribes  give  special  rights  to  their 
members  regarding  use  and  access  of  lands  in  the  John  Day  Basin. 

Federal  Agencies 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

The  BLM,  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  has  lead  responsibility  for  development  of  this  plan.  The  BLM  is 
responsible  for  managing  multiple  uses  on  extensive  amounts  of  federal  land  in  the  John  Day  River  System. 

National  Park  Service 

The  NPS,  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  also  plays  an  important  role  in  management  of  the  John  Day  River 
System.  The  NPS  administers  the  John  Day  fossil  Beds  National  Monument.  The  three  of  the  National  Monument 
are  located  in  the  John  Day  Basin  between  Dayville  and  Clarno.  The  NPS  manages  several  miles  of  river 
frontage.  More  importantly  the  NPS  plays  a role  by  attracting  visitors  and  informing  them  about  the  fossil 
resources  in  the  John  Day  River  System. 

Natural  Resource  Conservation  Service 

The  NRCS,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  promotes  and  coordinates  soil  conservation,  agricultural,  and  natural 
resource  projects  on  private  land  in  the  John  Day  River  basin.  Soil  conservation  in  the  basin  plays  a critical  role 
in  protecting  water  quality  and  quantity. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 

The  BIA,  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  manages  the  trust  responsibility  between  the  US  government  and 
Sovereign  Indian  Tribes,  including  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs  Reservation  and  the 
Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Umatilla  Reservation.  The  BIA  is  mandated  to  encourage  and  support  Tribal  efforts  to 
govern  themselves;  and  to  provide  needed  programs  and  services  on  the  reservations. 

U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

The  USFWS,  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  administers  the  federal  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (as 
amended).  The  BLM  consults  with  USFWS  to  obtain  a biological  opinion  on  appropriate  courses  of  action  when 
a determination  has  been  made  that  a threatened  or  endangered  species,  or  critical  habitat  may  be  affected  by  a 
proposed  management  action.  An  opinion  may  require  a proposed  action  to  be  modified  or  abandoned. 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

The  BPA  markets  electric  power  and  energy  from  federal  hydroelectric  projects  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  In 
addition,  BPA  is  responsible  for  energy  conservation,  renewable  resource  development  and  fish  and  wildlife 
enhancement  under  the  provisions  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  Electric  Power  Planning  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1980. 
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Environmental  Protection  Agency 

The  EPA  is  responsible  for  protecting  and  enhancing  our  environment  under  the  laws  enacted  by  Congress. 

ERA’S  mandate  is  to  mount  an  integrated,  coordinated  attack  on  environmental  pollution  in  cooperation  with  state 
and  local  governments. 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

The  original  purpose  of  the  BOR  was  to  secure  a year-round  water  supply  for  irrigation  in  the  17  western  states. 
That  mission  was  expanded  to  include  domestic  and  industrial  water,  generation  of  hydroelectric  power, 
provision  of  outdoor  recreation  opportunities,  regulation  of  rivers  flood  control  and  the  enhancement  and 
protection  of  fish  and  wildlife  habitats. 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

The  Department  of  Defense,  through  the  Army  Corp  of  Engineers  issues  and  administers  permits  for  fill  and 
removal  within  the  federally  designated  river  corridor. 

U.S.  Geological  Survey 

The  uses  is  responsible  for  identifying  the  nation’s  land,  water,  energy  and  mineral  resources;  classifying 
federal  lands  for  mineral  and  energy  resources  and  water  power  potential;  investigating  natural  hazards;  and 
conducting  the  national  mapping  program.  The  USGS  has  been  gaging  stream  flows  since  1894. 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

The  FERC,  a five-member  commission  within  the  Department  of  Energy,  sets  rates  for  the  transportation  and 
sale  of  natural  gas  and  oil  and  for  the  transmission  and  sale  of  electricity.  The  FERC  regulates  the  licensing  of 
hydroelectric  power  projects. 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 

The  NMFS  is  part  of  the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
Under  the  Fishery  Conservation  and  Management  Act  of  1976,  NMFS  conducts  an  integrated  program  of 
management,  research,  and  services  related  to  the  protection  and  rational  use  of  living  marine  resources  and 
their  habitats.  The  BLM  will  consult  with  NMFS  on  concerns  for  anadromous  fish  in  the  John  Day  River  System. 

Northwest  Power  Planning  Council 

The  NPPC  was  authorized  by  the  Northwest  Power  Act  of  1980.  Four  states  (Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 
Washington)  make  up  the  NPPC.  The  council  consists  of  two  persons  from  each  state  whose  job  is  to:  1) 
develop  a reliable  and  economical  20  year  electrical  power  plan  2)  protect  and  re-build  fish  and  wildlife 
populations,  and  3)  involve  the  public  in  the  decision  making  process.  The  council  works  with  a variety  of  local, 
state,  and  federal  agencies,  as  well  as  with  concerned  environmental  groups  and  individuals,  to  strike  a balance 
between  the  needs  for  electrical  power  and  the  survival  of  fish  and  wildlife. 

State  Agencies 

Oregon  State  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 

The  OPRD  administers  the  State  Scenic  Waterways  Program  which  includes  segments  of  the  John  Day  River. 
The  OPRD  determines  the  best  information  available  regarding  instream  water  flow  deeds  for  recreational  use  in 
scenic  waterways. 

Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 

The  Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  (ODFW)  manages  fish  and  wildlife  populations  and  develops  fishing 
and  hunting  regulations.  The  BLM  and  the  ODFW  have  worked  closely  on  site-specific  activities  to  protect  and 
enhance  resources  of  interest  to  both  agencies.  The  ODFW  also  works  with  the  BLM  in  vegetation  monitoring 
and  evaluation,  the  installation  of  range  and  wildlife  improvements  and  the  reintroduction  of  native  wildlife 
species. 

Oregon  State  Marine  Board 

The  0MB  regulates  recreational  boating  in  Oregon. 


6 


Appendices 


Oregon  Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

The  DEQ  regulates  and  guards  against  the  deterioration  of  air  and  water  quality  in  the  state  of  Oregon.  DEQ 
implements  the  Statewide  Water  Quality  Management  Plan. 

Oregon  Department  of  Forestry 

The  ODF  manages  state  owned  forests  and  administers  the  Forest  Practices  Act  for  timber  harvest  on  private 
lands  within  the  corridor.  The  BLM  has  entered  into  an  memorandum  of  understanding  with  the  ODF  to  ensure 
minimum  standards  are  met  for  timber  harvest,  reforestation  of  economically  suitable  lands,  road  construction, 
chemical  application,  slash  disposal  and  maintenance  of  streamside  buffers. 

Division  of  State  Lands 

The  DSL  administers  the  state’s  Removal-Fill  Law  which  protects  Oregon’s  waterways  from  uncontrolled 
alteration.  The  law  requires  a permit  for  fill  or  removal  of  more  than  50  cubic  yards  of  material  within  state 
waterways.  The  permit  review  process  involves  coordination  with  the  natural  resource  and  land  use  agencies  at 
the  local,  state  and  federal  levels. 

Oregon  Department  of  Transportation 

The  ODOT  is  responsible  for  planning,  designing,  re-constructing,  and  maintenance  of  the  state  highways  for 
public;  placing  signs;  and  the  management  of  motor  vehicle  use. 

A memorandum  of  understanding,  approved  by  the  State  Flighway  Engineer  and  Regional  Forester  for  the  Pacific 
Northwest  Region,  USFS,  provides  the  basis  for  coordinating  issues  related  to  state  highways  through  national 
forest  lands.  ODOT  lacks  special  requirements  for  highways  within  State  Scenic  Waterways.  However.  ODOT 
must  prepare  a section  4(f)  evaluation  under  the  Federal  Aid  Highway  Act  of  1 968  for  any  federally  funded 
highway  project  which  requires  the  use  of  any  publicly  owned  land  used  as  a recreation  area  beyond  the  existing 
highway  improvement. 

Oregon  State  Police 

OSP  enforces  all  Oregon  statutes,  including  Marine  Board  regulations,  without  limitation  by  county  or  other 
political  subdivision. 

Oregon  Water  Resources  Department 

The  OWRD  is  responsible  for  the  management  and  distribution  of  the  state’s  water  resources. 

Department  of  Land  Conservation  and  Development 

The  DLCD,  along  with  the  guidance  and  authority  of  the  Oregon  Land  Conservation  and  Development 
Commission  (LCDC)  works  with  cities,  counties,  and  state  agencies  to  develop  and  maintain  Oregon’s 
comprehensive  land  use  plans  and  regulations.  As  part  of  these  responsibilities,  DLCD  ensures  that  cities, 
counties,  and  state  agencies  have  included  scenic  waterways  in  their  Goal  5 planning  pertaining  to  natural 
resources.  Goal  5 planning  requires  comprehensive  plans  that  will  1)  ensure  open  space,  2)  protect  scenic  and 
historical  areas  and  natural  resources,  and  3)  promote  healthy  and  visually  attractive  environments. 

State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

The  SHPO  was  created  by  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966.  Among  SHPO’s  many  roles  is  the 
evaluation  of  cultural  property,  in  consultation  with  federal  agencies  of  public  nominations,  to  determine  if  the 
property  qualifies  for  listing  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

Local  Government 

County  and  City  Governments 

The  John  Day  River  System  is  located  in  eleven  Oregon  counties.  County  and  city  governments  adopt  plans  and 
ordinances  which  affect  the  John  Day  River  System.  Waste  disposal,  county  zoning,  and  local  law  enforcement 
are  examples  of  important  areas  where  the  John  Day  River  is  affected.  Collectively,  these  governments  have  a 
profound  influence  of  the  river  due  to  the  large  amounts  of  private  land  affected  by  these  governments. 
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County  Sheriff  Departments 

All  county  sheriff  departments  are  empowered  to  enforce  Oregon  State  Statutes  and  river  management  laws  and 
rules  adopted  and  implemented  by  the  0MB  and  OPRD.  Enforcement  generally  occurs  within  each  department’s 
respective  counties,  however  they  do  have  authority  to  cross  county  lines.  County  sheriff  activities,  including 
search  and  rescue  operations,  are  coordinated  with  state  and  federal  law  enforcement  agencies  and  assisted  by 
the  general  public. 

Private  Land  Owners 

Private  land  owners  comprise  a large  percentage  of  lands  along  the  banks  of  the  John  Day  River  System. 
Cooperation  with  private  land  owners  is  essential  to  ensure  protection  and  enhancement  of  river  values.  BLM  will 
continue  to  consult  and  coordinate  with  affected  private  landowners  on  development,  implementation  and 
monitoring  of  this  plan. 

Federal,  State,  and  Local  Government  Authorities 
Adjacent  to  the  John  Day  River 


Federal  Agencies 

State  Agencies 

Counties 

Cities 

BLM 

ODFW 

Crook 

Canyon  City 

USFS 

OPRD 

Harney 

Dayville 

NPS 

0MB 

Gilliam 

John  Day 

BIA 

DEO 

Grant 

Kimberly 

USFWS 

ODF 

Jefferson 

Monument 

NMFS 

ODSL 

Morrow 

Mt.  Vernon 

BPA 

ODOT 

Sherman 

Prairie  City 

EPA 

OSP 

Umatilla 

Spray 

BOR 

OWRD 

Union 

CE 

DLCD 

Wasco 

uses 

ODF 

Wheeler 

NPPC 

SWCDs 

FERC 
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Appendix  C Related  Plans  and  Programs 

Several  existing  management  plans  and  special  areas  affect  the  John  Day  River.  The  following  describes  the 
plans,  special  areas,  and  the  agencies  responsible  for  administration. 

BLM 


Land  Use  Plans 

The  BLM  has  completed  two  Resource  Management  Plans  (RMP’s)  that  include  the  John  Day  River  System;  the 
Two  Rivers  RMP  (1986)  and  the  John  Day  RMP  (1985).  The  Two  Rivers  RMP  covers  BLM  lands  on  the  lower 
John  Day  River  downstream  from  Kimberly.  The  John  Day  RMP  covers  BLM  lands  in  the  upper  John  Day  River 
System  upstream  from  Kimberly.  These  plans  include  land  use  goals  and  objectives  for  BLM  administered  lands. 
These  two  RMP’s  and  associated  supporting  records  provide  the  foundation  for  this  plan.  These  plans,  along 
with  associated  supporting  records,  are  available  for  review  at  the  Prineville  BLM  District  Office. 

Backcountry  Byway 

The  BLM  dedicated  fifty  miles  of  public  road  paralleling  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  as  a National 
Backcountry  Byway  In  1989.  The  road  extends  from  Dayville  to  the  Malheur  National  Forest  boundary.  The  BLM 
Byways  program  helps  meet  the  national  demand  for  pleasure  driving  opportunities,  enhances  recreation 
experiences  and  informs  visitors  about  the  values  of  public  lands. 

Wilderness  Study  Area  Management 

There  are  five  BLM  managed  Wilderness  Study  Areas  adjacent  to  the  South  Fork  and  Mainstem  of  the  John  Day 
River  that  will  be  considered  for  possible  Wilderness  designation  by  Congress.  Suitability  for  wilderness  is 
addressed  in  the  BLM  statewide  Wilderness  EIS  and  associated  Wilderness  Study  Report.  Wilderness  Study 
Areas  are  roadless  federal  lands  that  have  met  the  minimum  criteria  of  naturalness,  solitude  and  other  primitive 
attributes  which  causes  them  to  be  studied  for  possible  Wilderness  designation  by  the  U.S.  Congress.  During  the 
“study”,  the  BLM  considered  other  possible  land  uses  for  the  area,  the  consequences  of  Wilderness  designation 
and,  with  public  involvement,  made  a recommendation  to  Congress  as  to  whether  or  not  they  should  be 
designated  Wilderness. 

Cooperative  Management  Area 

The  BLM  and  ODFW  jointly  manage  the  Murderer’s  Creek  Cooperative  Management  Area  on  the  South  Fork  of 
the  John  Day  River 

U.S.  Forest  Service 

Each  of  the  four  national  forests  containing  portions  of  the  John  Day  River  System  (Umatilla,  Malheur,  Ochoco, 
and  Wallowa-Whitman)  have  comprehensive  land  use  plans  guiding  management  of  these  forests.  These  Forest 
Plans  are  similar  to  the  BLM’s  Resource  Management  Plans  in  structure  and  intent. 

Wild  and  Scenic  River  Plan 

The  Umatilla  National  Forest  developed  and  administers  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Management  Plan  for  the  North 
Fork  of  the  John  Day  River. 

Wilderness  Areas 

The  Umatilla  National  Forest  administers  the  North  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  Wilderness  Area.  The  Ochoco 
National  Forest  administers  the  Black  Canyon  Wilderness  Area. 
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National  Park  Service 

The  NPS  has  developed  a comprehensive  land  use  plan  for  the  three  units  of  the  John  Day  Fossil  Beds  National 
Monument.  This  plan  identifies  how  park  visitor  facilities  and  services  will  be  provided  and  how  visitors  will  be 
managed. 

Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 

ODFW  manages  the  John  Day  Wildlife  Refuge  located  between  the  Columbia  River  and  Thirtymile  Creek. 

ODFW,  with  the  BLM,  cooperatively  manages  the  Murderer’s  Creek  Cooperative  Management  Area. 

Conservation  Reserve  Program 

The  Farm  Service  Agency  (FSA)  administers  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  (USDA)  Conservation  Reserve 
Program.  This  voluntary  program  pays  farmers  or  ranchers  who  agree  to  take  highly  erodible  soils  out  of 
cultivation  for  ten  years,  the  program  is  limited  to  no  more  than  25  percent  of  the  highly  erodible  soils  in  each 
county  throughout  the  nation.  Enrolled  lands  are  planted  with  grasses  and  not  used  for  grazing  or  other 
commercial  purposes.  It  is  believed  that  the  “reserve”  lands  make  a substantial  contribution  to  reduced  erosion, 
thereby  improving  downstream  water  quality. 

It  is  uncertain  whether  the  program  will  continue  to  be  funded  of  whether  current  participants  residing  in  the  John 
Day  River  basin  will  extend  their  enrollments.  Even  if  the  involved  lands  are  returned  to  active  cultivation,  the 
improved  soil  condition  likely  would  provide  residual  beneficial  effects  to  the  ecosystem  for  another  two  of  more 
years.  The  NRCS  also  cooperates  with  appropriate  weed  control  districts  to  deal  with  infestations  of  noxious 
weeds. 

Cooperative  Programs 

The  BLM,  USFS,  ODFW,  NRCS,  SWCDs,  Watershed  Councils,  and  other  agencies  are  working  to  improve 
aquatic  habitat  in  the  John  Day  River  watershed.  Cooperative  work  continues  between  the  BLM,  USFS,  ODFW, 
the  Columbia  River  Intertribal  Fish  Commission,  NMFS,  NPPC,  NRCS,  and  private  land  owners,  to  implement 
riparian  improvement  projects  (Table  4).  The  NRCS  has  participated  in  the  development  of  coordinated  resource 
management  plans  and  the  collection  of  resource  data  related  to  riparian  habitat  management.  Through  the 
Pacific  Northwest  Electric  Power  Planning  and  Conservation  Act  (P.L.  96-501),  the  BLM  and  the  Bonneville 
Power  Administration  (BPA)  coordinate  resource  management  programs  with  a memorandum  of  understanding. 
The  memorandum  allows  regional  and  district  coordination  where  similar  interests  exist  regarding  water 
resources  and  major  utility  corridors.  The  BLM,  BPA  and  NPPC  work  together  to  stabilize  and  improve  riparian 
zones  and  anadromous  fish  habitat  through  grants  provided  by  the  BPA.  The  BPA  also  assists  the  BLM  in 
identifying  and  evaluating  regional  utility  corridor  options. 

County  Comprehensive  Plans 

The  comprehensive  plans  for  the  eleven  counties  containing  the  John  Day  River  System  have  been  recognized 
by  the  Oregon  Land  Consen/ation  and  Development  commission  as  conforming  with  statewide  planning  goals 
and  objectives.  Virtually  all  private  lands  and  all  of  the  BLM  and  state  managed  lands  within  the  planning  area 
are  in  county  designated  “exclusive  farm  use”,  “forest”  or  other  resource  protection  zones.  Approved  land  uses 
compatible  with  county  farm,  forest  and  other  resource  zones  include  livestock  grazing,  growing  crops  and  timber 
management,  with  an  emphasis  on  protection  and  enhancement  of  natural  values  and  cultural,  visual  and 
recreation  resources.  More  specific  land  use  planning  information  is  provided  for  the  river  in  Chapters  IV  and  V. 
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Appendix  D Related  Planning  Documents 

Resource  Assessments 

Draft  Resource  Assessments  evaluating  the  significance  of  river  values  in  the  John  Day  River  segments 
designated  as  Wild  and  Scenic  were  completed  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  in  June  1990.  They  were  distributed 
to  interested  and  knowledgeable  members  of  the  public.  A “final”  version,  incorporating  public  comment,  was 
completed  in  July  of  1990.  It  was  revised  and  updated  in  1993  following  additional  data  collection  and  public 
comment. 

1993  Draft  John  Day  River  Management  Plan  and 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

A draft  John  Day  River  Management  Plan  and  EIS  was  released  for  public  review  and  comment  in  1993.  Work  on 
the  final  plan  was  suspended  until  more  data  on  grazing  evaluations  was  completed.  The  draft  plan  and  EIS  you 
are  now  reading  is  the  second  draft  and  includes  grazing  and  other  data  unavailable  in  1993. 

Publication  of  Proposed  Action  in  Federal  Register 

An  initial  proposed  action  was  developed  in  response  to  the  issues  identified  in  the  planning  process,  a 
description  of  that  proposed  action  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  January  8,  1992.  The  proposed  action 
detailed  in  the  Federal  Register  was  refined  during  the  analysis  process  and  became  Alternative  3 in  this 
document  (see  Chapter  2). 

Second  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
Management  Plan  (DEIS) 

The  document  you  are  currently  reading  is  the  DEIS.  It  provides  comparison  of  different  management 
alternatives  for  the  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  State  Scenic  Waterway  as  well  as  non-designated 
reaches  of  the  river  that  are  outside  of  surrounding  national  forests.  This  document  will  also  identify  a preferred 
alternative.  After  publication  of  the  DEIS  interested  parties  will  have  60  days  to  comment.  Public  workshops  will 
be  held  to  provide  opportunities  for  public  comment.  Times  and  places  will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
The  Oregonian  (Portland),  the  Redmond  Spokesman,  and  The  Bulletin  (Bend),  or  you  may  call  503  383-4769  for 
information. 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  Management 
Plan  (FEIS) 

A Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  will  be  completed  after  considering  the  public  comments  on  this 
draft  plan  and  EIS.  The  FEIS  will  reflect  comments  submitted  in  response  to  the  DEIS.  It  will  include  a Record  of 
Decision  (ROD),  the  District  Manager’s  decisions  and  recommendations  for  managing  the  John  Day  River.  The 
alternative  selected  in  the  ROD  will  become  the  final  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Management  Plan.  This 
document  will  include  an  implementation  and  monitoring  plan  and  will  be  an  amendment  to  the  Forest  Plan. 

Planning  Records 

The  complete  planning  record  for  this  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  is  available  at  the  BLM 
Prineville  District  Office,,  Prineville,  Oregon  97754.  Included  in  the  planning  record  are  such  things  as  baseline 
data,  maps,  and  studies  used  in  preparing  this  document.  All  documents  incorporated  by  reference  are  also  part 
of  the  planning  record.  This  planning  record  is  available  for  public  inspection  and  review. 
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Appendix  E Special  Status  Wildlife  Species 
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Appendix  F 

Lower  John  Day 

Wild  and  Scenic  River 
Resource  Assessment 


JlinK  L991 

[bureau  of  Liiid  Wiingenicjit 

I'niicvillc  Disrrict 


15 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


16 


Appendices 


TABLE  OF  OOMTW^ 


PAGE 

I.  Introduction  2 

II.  The  ResQurcfi  Assessment  Process  Overview  5 

III.  River  Description  S 

IV.  Description  and  EvalyAtion  of  Hescurce  Values  7 

Scenic  7 

Pecreatirijn  S 

Fish  10 

Wildlife  11 

OeQlogii;/PAlacntPloglc  13 

Botartital/Ecp logical  14 

Pre-nistoric/Tradl  tional  Use  15 

Hlatoric/Cultural 

Other  ainllar  Values  20 

Appendix  A - Information  Sotircos  and  References  Cited 
Appendix  B - ^blic  Involvement  Plan  For  Resource  Assessment 
Appendix  C - John  Day  River  Map 
Appendix  D - Resource  As^eswient  Procasa  (In  Depth) 

Appendix  E - Value  Comparieort  Chart 

Appendix  F - Ooniments  to  the  Draft  Resource  Assessment 


17 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


18 


Appendices 


1.  INTROOCTION 

In  Congress  the  Natiaiial  wild  and  &c«n-ic  Rivers  and,  for  >ht  first  tune, 

est^tillshed  a systeni  for  preserving  outstanding  fr*e-T lowing  rivers.  A T^7  mile  segment  of 
the  John  Day  Riv*r  from  Service  Creek  to  Tmrwater  Falla  was  added  to  this  ayateni  in  193$ 
when  it  was  designated  as  a Federal  Wild  and  Scenic  River  by  the  Omnibus  Oregon  wild  and 
Scsrio  Rivers  Act  Of  ISfiS.  Aa  defined  by  the  Act,  a National  Wild  and  Scenic  River  must 
frw-f lowing  and  have  at  least  one  outstandingly  rwiarkable  value.  The  "Outitandlngly 
RamarkaPle  Values"  of  the  John  Day  identified  by  Congress  in  th*  Congressional  Record 
Include:  sc^ery,  recrvatlonai  opportunities,  and  fisherlss.  ArCfieological , 
paleontological , geological + historical  and  hunting  values  were  ether  significant 
attributes  Identified  in  the  legislation  though  not  classified  as  “Outstandingly 
Renarkable  Values",  tSee  Appendix  E for  a comparison  of  Congrtasionally  recorded  values 
and  the  values  found  in  this  report)* 

Tb«  river  section  from  Parrish  Creek  to  TUrwvnter  Falls  was  included  in  th*  Oregon  Scenic 
Waiarways  Act  established  by  the  water  initiative  in  1971.  The  Oregon  State  Scenic 
Waterways  System  includes  f ree-flcwing  water^yc  considered  to  possess  one  or  inore 
scenio,  fish  wi  Idl i fs,  geological,  botaiiic,  historic^  archaeclogic,  and 
outdeer  recreation  values  of  present  and  future  benefit  to  the  public"  (Cf^S  29Q*fl05).  Fcr 
each  sCanlc  waterway,  Oregon  State  Parks  and  RecreAticn  Department  determines  which 
re™rcefi  within  the  corridor  will  be  considered  "special  attributPa"  and,  therefore, 
subject  to  rulee  and  recommendations  for  protection  cr  enhancement  of  these  ottributes.  To 
date,  special  attributaa  of  the  John  Day  River  have  not  been  identified. 

The  same  saction  was  studied  by  the  National  Park  Service  in  1979  to  determintt  whether  %h. 
river  qualified  and  should  be  designated  as  a component  of  the  National  Wild  atvl  Scenic 
Rivers  system.  The  study  ooncluded  that  the  river  qualified  for  designation  and  was  sent 
to  the  Qo’/ernor  Of  Oregon  for  coral  deration  but  was  never  actad  on. 

Uider  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River?  Act,  the  8LM  i*  required  to  prepare  a comprehensive  river 
plcn  to  provide  for  the  protection  of  the  river  values.  This  plan,  of  which  the  resource 
asses?me^it  ie  the  start,  will  use  the  Limits  of  Accaptable  Charge  (LAC)  planning  process 
while  at  the  same  time  comply  with  the  National  6nvir'onnmtal  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  planning 
regulations,  the  planning  steps  include  identi ficatit»i  of  issuaa,  concern*  and 
oppcrtLaiities  associated  with  act ivl ties  along  the  John  Day  River  which  win  then  be 
translated  to  management  object ive&  and  measurement  criteria  for  meeting  the  obisetiwa^ 
from  thia»  a range  oT  management  alternatives  ar*  developed,  evaluated,  and  the  preferred 
alternative  chosen.  Tbe  preferred  alternative  beconies  the  more  detailed  river  managenant 
plen  and  includes  provisions  to  monitor  the  effectiveness  of  management  in  mestirg  the 
ob}  act  Ives  of  the  plan.  Through  each  phase  of  the  planning  process*  public  1 nvol  vemant 
will  be  invited,  and  will  be  essential  for  the  success  of  a sound  managOrtent  plEin.  (See 
appendix  a for  the  public  involvement  plan). 
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I.  THE  F^EEOJRCE  A55E55ME^T  rfXXfSS  0V3WIGW 

To  Oecortie  a comcwnent  of  the  Nat i trial  Wild  and  Scenic  Gysteft,  a nWer  ri^su  b« 

“free-flowing"  in  that  it  t^n  not  have  any  ma]jor  impoundment  a or  diversions  along  its 
course.  Th«  riv«r  mu^t  also  possess  one  or  more  "otitstandingly  remarkable  scenic, 
recreatiooRl , geologic,  fish  and  wildlife,  historic,  cultural  or  other  siml  ar  value  s Iho 
purpose  of  this  document  is  to  determire  and  define  what  those  “outstandingly  reoiarkahle 
values  are  and  how  they  relate  to  the  river.  , 

In  designating  the  John  Day  River  as  wild  and  Scenic,  Congress  mandated  the  preparati^  of 
a management  plan  for  the  river.  The  Importance  of  a thorough  resource  assessment  (FIAJ 
cannot  bo  overstated.  The  RA  eervea  as  the  foundation  of  the  river  management  planning 
prooQsi.  It  determines  which  rlver-relatsd  features  or  attriOutaa  are  truly  outstandingly 
rwTwrkaPle  and  which  valuaa  contributs  substantially  to  the  river  setting  and  the 
functioning  of  its  ecosystem » This  will  guide  interim  management,  provide  the 

basis  for  developing  a joint  fedsrnl  a/id  state  river  management  plan  and  assist  in  the 
determination  of  Federal  Wild  and  Scenio  River  boundanes. 

Tbe  RA  pnoeesa  is  used  to  determine  the  degree  of  significance  of  river- related  values. 

The  deoiaiona  are  based  on  available  data  and  Informed  proftsaiohal  judgement.  The  EW 
prooes^  was  developed  by  government  agencies  with  input  frow  knowledgeable  organizations 
and  individuals.  The  process  pro v idea  a degree  of  sfondarditatlon  and  conalatency  on  Wild 
and  Scenic  River  planning  throughout  the  northwest.  It  i*  an  objective  proceaa 
accocnpl ished  through  the  uae  of  an  Interdisciplinary  t*am  kncwledgeabla  of  the  National 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivera  program,  the  particular  resource  valuaa  to  be  consictarsd  and  the 
iver  or  area  to  be  studied.  Information  from  other  *ii parts  la  obtained  thougn 
_onsu1tatlon,  docunant  review  and/or  direct  involvement  aa  needed.  An  analysis  is 
conducted  to  oompare  rasourca  values  with  oth^r  rivers  within  a particular  physiographic 
or  demographic  region.  As  a basis  for  eompariscti,  geographic  regions  definnd  in  Oregon  a 
Statewide  Ootnprohensive  Outdoor  R*cr*ation  Plan  (SODHPl  are  partially  us#d  (so*  map  on 
page  5). 

TTie  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenio  River  is  located  in  SDORP  Region  #i0,  incorporating  Hood 
River < Sherman,  Wasco,  Jefferson,  Wh^el^r,  Crook  and  Deachutes  Counties.  The  region  ia 
flankec  by  the  Cascade  Ran-ge  to  the  w*st  with  ColuiDbia  River  forming  its  ngrthern 
boundary.  This  region  also  coritains  designated  portions  cf  the  Deschutes,  Crooked,  Worth 
Fork  of  the  Crooked,  and  White  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivera.  CRor  additional  ciiscuaalon  of  the 
resource  asasasmant  process,  se«  Appendix  D).  Essentially,  the  resource  assessment  process 
should  answer  the  questions  'What  is  special  about  the  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and 
what  additional  information  is  needed  to  develop  a management  plan  for  the  river  and 
properly  manage  and  protect  those  values? “ 

The  following  steps  or  verification  techniques  were  usad  to  evaluate  the  contribution  of 
various  resource  values  to  the  John  Day  River; 

-■  The  use  of  an  intardiscipl  Inary  team  approach 

- Consideration  cf  gmcuenesa  and  rarity  at  a regional  and  national  level 


20 


Appendices 


- Consideration  of  values  identified  in  previous  studies  and  reports  (see  appendix  A) 

Values  inust  be  river  related  in  ttiat  they  owe  their  existence  or  contribute  to  the 
functioning  of  the  rivar  system  and  its  immediate  environs. 

The  use  oT  standardized  criteria  against  which  river  values  were  itieasured  to 
determine  outstanding  remarkable  value 

Verification  by  other  experts  in  the  subject  area 

- Rjblic  verification  of  preliminary  findings  of  outstandingly  remarkable  value 

This  resource  assessnent  will  evaluate  the  following  John  Day  River  resources: 

+ Scenic 

+ Recreational 

+ Fish  and  Wildlife 

+ Historic/Oultural 

+ Botanic/Ecological 

+ Geologic/Paleontologic 

+ Pre-historic/Tradi  tional  Use 

+ And  other  similar  values 
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III.  ftrVER  DESCRIPTION 

J<!ihn  Day  River  Citi^yon  Is  situated  prirtar-iiy  in  a semi-arld  ari*a  in  northeastem 
Oregon.  The  iA?  milt  segment  e>t  the  Jghn  Day  River  fnniristam  designated  in  the  National 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  System  is  located  ilO  miles  east  of  Part  lend,  20  miles  w»4t  of 
Fossil  and  OondOh,  and  inclvdits  the  river  between  Service  Creek  and  Tumwater  Falla.  This 
Stgrnent  flows  wei*t  rrom  central  Wheeler  County,  turning  north  at  the  Jefferson  County 
lint^  and  than  wnptifia  into  tht  Columbia  River  acproxi natal y a milts  eaat  of  Rufu*.  The 
r»prth  flowing  seg^ntnt  forms  The  boundaHts  of  Wheel er,  Waaco,  Shtman,  and  Gilliam 
OOLintlea, 

The  Act  designated  the  147  miles  between  Sarvics  Cr^tk  and  Tumwater  Falls  as  a 
recreational  river.  Boundaries  and  acreage  Identified  in  this  report  are  subject  to 
revlaion  based  on  further  analysis  of  existing  and  new  information  In  the  preparation  of 
specific  river  management  plans< 

Land  Cwnership  Within  the  John  Day  Wild  ano  Scenic  River  Preliminary  Boundaries: 


Mllea 

Land  (>vnerahip 

Acreage 

6LH 

161 

27,46« 

Private 

137 

19,005 

State 

7 

126 

Total 

147,5  x 2 = 295 

46,597 

The  entire  Wild  and  Scenic  portion  of  the  John  Day  River  Is  admini stared  by  tha  Bureau  of 
Lind  Management  through  interagency  cooparatlon  with  other  federal,  state  and  local 
govarmsent  agenci«$.  The  segment  between  Service  Creek  and  Tumwater  Falls  was  designated  a 
scenic  waterway  by  the  State  of  Oregon  in  1971  with  on  additional  13  miles  abov'm  Service 
Cr*ak  being  added  in  1988.  (Thia  13  mile  $*gnent  is  not  within  the  ^iat1Qnal  wild  and 
Scanic  River  bcundaryl^  &tate  Scenic  Waterway  boundaries  ars  locat«l  one  quartar  mile  frcfli 
th«  mean  high  water  line  on  both  aides  of  the  river.  The  State  Of  Oregon  also  established 
the  John  Day  Rivar  Wildlife  Refuge  from  Thirtynile  Creek  to  tha  Columbia  River  in  1933  to 
protect  nesting  waterfowl.  Mo  waterfowl  hunting  is  allowed  in  this  area.  In  addition,  the 
Oregon  State  Marine  EJoard  closed  to  motorized  twat  uas  the  section  of  river  from  Clamo  to 
Tumwater  Falls  between  Ray  1 and  October  t* 

Portions  of  the  Lower  Jofvi  Day,  Thirtymile,  and  Nbrth  Pole  Ridge  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(W$Aa)  are  included  in  the  proposed  wild  and  Scenic  River  boundariOA  for  a total  of 
approximately  46  rivar  ml  lee.  Portions  of  tha  Spring  Basin  W3A  are  al$o  Includad  in  th»*e 
preliminary  boundaries  for  a total  of  approximately  i river  mile.  Spring  Basin  WSA 
additionally  borders  aoproximataly  2.5  mil^s  of  the  pret lininary  Wild  and  Scenic  boundary. 

Stream  discharge  in  the  designated  section  la  marked  by  extreme  variability  in  both  timing 
and  Quantity.  In  certain  sect  ions > the  river  haa  essentially  stopped  flowing  aome  years 
during  August  and  Sent  ember  Put  has  al$o  reached  a peak  discharge  In  Decembar,  1364,  of 
over  4Z,C®0  cubic  feet  per  saoend.  These  extreme  flows  affect  recreational  boating  and 
fishing  use  levitls  on  the  river.  There  is  tittle  or  no  recreational  davelcpment  on  this 
portion  of  the  river  and  few  vehicle  acCfcsa  points  exist. 
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. DESCf^IPriON  A^D  EVALUATION  OF  RBSOIJRCE  VALU^ 

SCENIC  VALUES 

Cp'jtQria  for  {XitatAndirial v flanarkatilQ  Rating 

TTtfr  landscape  elements  of  Tftndforffli  vegetation,  water,  color,  and  relatsd  factors  result 
in  notable  or  exemplary  visyal  featuree  and/or  attraCt-icna  witnin  the  geographic  regicri^ 
Wheti  analyzing  scenic  values,  additional  factors  such  A3  seasonal  varlatiOTS  in 
vegetation,  scale  of  cultural  modifications,  and  the  length  of  tine  negative  intrusions 
are  viewed  may  be  considered.  Scenery  and  visual  attriOtlona  may  be  highly  diverse  ever 
the  riajority  of  the  river  or  river  segment  length  and  not  common  to  other  rivers  in  tna 

geographic  region, 

DlSOUSSIOfrJ  OF  SCENIC  VALUES 

The  inajorlty  of  the  land  adjacent  to  the  designated  portion  of  th*  river  ia  priJiiltWe  and 
undeveloped^  It  te  an  area  of  high  plateaus  bisected  by  the  rlv^r  and  it's  tributaries. 
The  river  winds  alternately  through  gentle  farm  valleys,  nmja$tic  basalt  cl  Iff a that  read 
heights  of  ovar  1,000  feet,  and  Stt^ply  sloped  hills  covered  with  grass  and  sagebrush. 
Oreoon  River  Toura.  a guidobOcK  for  Oregon  rivers,  stat«  that  lower  John  Day  River 
r*t*fi  high  on  the  list  as  a "sCehio  desert  wilderness  river  tour''  (Carren^  ia?9). 

Early  morning  and  late  afternoon  shadews  highlight  ths  towering,  desert  buttresses  of  the 
■iver  canyon.  In  contrast  to  the  rugged,  golden  hills,  riparian  vegetation  laces  th* 
ver^s  edge  Eind  reeky  side  canyons  with  a lush  gre#n  hue.  Junlpsr  trees  scattersd 
vnroughout  the  canyon  critatfr  additional  areas  of  gr^an.  Spring  and  sumer  wi l df icwara 
produce  a sprinkling  of  color  and  fragrance  whil^,  in  places,  exposed  wlcanic  aah 
deposits  Odd  uTwAuAl  ahadea  of  blues,  greens,  whites  and  reds  to  the  landscape.  R^ion 
and  oxidation  pf  Acna  of  the  basalt  oOluttins  and  pillars  have  created  interesting 
fomations  And  colors  that  hasre  becorw  sCnfiiC  landmarks  for  river  visitors. 

The  primitive  sotting  and  largely  natural  scenic  viewahed  from  Butte  Creek  to  Cottonwrood 
Canyon  provides  ri’/er  visitors  with  a sense  Of  wildness  snd  remoteness.  This  ia  evidanesd 
by  the  fact  that  there  are  three  Wilderness  Study  Areas  located  In  this  section.  A rare 
pastoral  setting,  treated  mostly  by  alfalfa  fielda.  Intermingles  with  the  primitiY0  view 
in  the  Service  Cr«k  to  Butte  Creek  and  tha  Cottonwood  Canyon  to  Tutiwater  Falls  sections. 
The  location  of  the  Spring  Basin  Wildem*i3  Study  Area  confirms  that  there  are  still  wild 
areas  within  thii  more  rural  portion.  In  a 19B3/S4  survey  conducted  by  Oregon  Btate  Parks 
Division,  most  Hv<tr  users  Indicated  that  solitude,  scenery  and  wildlife  were  very 
Important  aspect^  of  their  visit  to  the  John  Day  River. 
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I Cultural  R»dificati*ns  to  the  landsoap^i  are  mostl/  a pn>3uct  qT  ranching  and  farming  and 
include  Auch  thing^i  aa  fenc;^*,  spring  davelopments*  livastock,  irrigaticm  piKioa,  a f«w 
I private  Airstrips  and  primitive  dirt  roads  and  ytays.  Bridges,  with  their  asscciatad 
'highways,  cross  the  river  at  four  locations  and  a powerline  can  he  seen  for  approxlinatel / 

4 miles  from  Devil's  Canyon  to  Cottonwood.  This  powerline  crosses  tha  Hver  again 
I approximately  1.5  miles  aPove  Rock  Creek.  Sons  evidenca  of  a pipelina  and  a fiber  optics 
i line  croas  the  river  at  Thirtyiiiile  Canyon.  Military  j*ts  Eind  small,  privately  owned  planes 
1 oocasionally  fly  cf^er  and  into  the  river  canyon.  Most  of  tha  modifications  to  the 
laridsoap*  ocgi.t  in  segments  0 (Tinnwatar  Falls  to  Cottonwood  Bridge)  and  se^ent  B (Butt* 

! Creek  to  Service  Creek).  The  ranching  and  farming  modifications  create  a more  pastoral 
setting,  providing  approximately  90  miles  of  a different  type  of  scenic  experience  in 
I contract  to  the  wildland  of  segment  C COottorwood  Bridge  to  Butte  Creek)  which  covers 
! approximately  57  miles  of  the  river  oorridor. 

j 

I ffiELlMINARY  FINDING 

As  foond  by  Congress , the  scenic  resource  Of  the  John  Day  River  is  determined  to  be  an 
outstandingly  remarkable  value.  The  rural  and  wild  settings  and  mique  featuraa  along  the 
' river  Attract  visitors  on  a regional  and  occasionally  national  and  internatiortal  basis. 
Cultural  modifications  to  the  landscape  are  either  tsii^rary  or  not  significant  enough  to 
seriously  affect  the  classification  of  scenic  values  aa  outstandingly  resnarkable.  The 
opportunity  exists  to  enhance  the  scenic  values  along  aooie  segments  of  the  river  by 
I adopting  range  manageiiient  techniques  designed  to  improve  the  riparian  zone,  help 
naturalize  the  river  banks,  and  by  planting  native  woody  riparian  species. 

HBCREATIONAL  VAUJES 

Criteria  for  ilXitatandlnqlv  Remarkable. Rating 

Recreational  opportunities  are,  or  have  the  potential  to  be,  unices  enough  to  attract 
visitors  from  outside  of  the  geographic  regicn.  Visitors  mold  be  willing  to  travel  long 
distances  to  use  the  river  resources  for  recreational  purposes.  River-related 
opportunities  could  include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  sightseeing,  wildlife  observation, 
photography*  hiking,  fishing,  hunting^  aid  boating. 

Interpretive  opportunities  may  be  exceptional  and  attract  or  have  the  potential  to  attract 
Visitors  from  outside  the  geographic  region. 

The  river  may  provide  or  have  the  potential  to  provide  settings  for  national  or  regional 
usage  or  competitive  events. 

DISOJSSICW  OF  RECREATIOMAl  VAUJES 

Oonsiderobltt  recreation  opportunities  can  be  found  along  the  John  Day  River.  Hunting, 
fishing  and  Whitewater  boating  constitute  the  nioat  significant  (recreational)  uses. 

Gasping,  picnicking,  sightseeing,  rockhounding,  photography,  swimming,  and  wildlife 
watching  ar*  also  enjoyed  by  river  visitors  as  are  th^  viewing  of  historic  and 
archeological  sites.  At  this  time,  there  is  little  or  no  reornat tonal  related  development 
along  the  Wild  and  Scenic  portion  of  the  river  except  Tor  two  pit  toilets  at  Clarno  and 
Cottonwood  highway  bridges. 
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Torinatlcira  of  the  basin  offer  ties  for  icam’c:  viewin9  and  foaal  1 

hunting*  Tha  Jo^.n  Day  Foaal  1 Baas  National  Moowient,  and  other  araaa  in  the  vicinity, 
contain  oijt standing  fossils  of  international  signi ficariCB.  Theae  fossils  are  protected 
under  the  Antiquities  Act  and  therefore  oollootion  is  not  pennHtted. 

Hunting  seasons  run  from  Septcrthen  through  mid*  January  for  waterfowl /up  land  birds  and  fro® 
October  through  htoveeiber  for  the  various  deer  seasons,  oOotiinttng  for  an  aoproximate  total 
of  18^000  visitor  use  days.  Soparicr  bass  and  steel  head  fishing  attract  anglers  to  total 
approximately  10,000  visitor  u**  days  annually.* 

Vfl*iitewatsr  boating  use  by  raft,  drift  canoe,  or  kayak  totals  approx iinately  6,500 

visitor  use  days  froi^i  Service  Creek  to  Cottonwood  Creek,  ^'4c  data  has  been  collected 
concerning  boat  u*e  between  Cottonwood  Creek  and  Tupwatar  Falls  t>ut  it  is  suspected  that 
ooraparativaly  little  boating  occurs  In  that  river  stretch*  Most  boat  use  is  concent  rated 
during  the  P**k  water  flows  of  late  spring  and  early  suiniar;  low  suniior/fall  water  flews 
and  cold  winter  weather  discouraging  use  in  other  saasona. 

Boating  on  the  John  Day  River  is  characteritsd  by  a variety  of  fast  to  slow  tnoving  water, 
intsnnixed  with  a few  moderately  challenging  rapids.  Floating  opportunities  rang*  Trom  one 
day  tripe  to  week-long  excursions  and  from  reasonably  accessible  areas  to  the  extremely 
r^ttota.  Motorized  boating  activity  i*  closod  fren  May  1-  to  October  i in  the  area  from 
Clamo  to  Tuiiwater  Falls. 

The  unconfined  priwitive  r^crmation  opportunities  along  th*  river  attract  many  viaitore. 
"^irrent  total  use  estim4t*s  are  fvat  presently  available  for  the  Wild  and  Scenic  portion  of 
j0  river.  Surveys  tokan  by  the  BLM  during  the  heavy  riv*r  i_tse  months  (April  to  Juie)  from 
i836  to  19S3  found  that  78X  of  the  visitors  came  from  35*  of  that  figure  being 

from  the  Cantral  and  Eastern  portions  of  the  state  ^il*  63*  hailed  from  west  of  the 
Cascades.  Th*  other  2X  ware  from  Southwestern  Oregonr  Commercial  guides  permitted  by  tha 
BLM  to  ws*  the  John  Day  River  numbered  48  in  1999  and  29  in  l9ai.  Despite  the  opparfnt 
[lecline,  pcmnarcial  use  on  the  John  Day  is  expected  to  ihcrsasa  in  the  coming  years. 

Of  those  who  ware  not  from  Oregon,  roost  wre  fomd  to  be  from  neighboring  states, 
Washington  being  mentioned  most  frequently.  An  COF&W  survey  of  anglers  during  Novanbor 
through  March  Ct  1987/88  revealed  a much  higher  percentage  of  visitors  from  the  John  Cay 
River  Basin  and  nearby  region  with  only  3*  of  the  anglers  being  from  out  of  stat8. 
International  visitors  probably  make  up  at  least  part  of  both  out  of  state  figures. 

PRCLIMINAflY  FINDING 

Uhl  ike  the  neighboring  Deschutes  River,  the  John  Day  offers  more  primitive  and  unconfined 
recreatiCrtal  opportunities  as  well  as  loss  technical  rapids  for  the  novice  boater.  The 
diversity  ohd  quality  of  opportuiities  such  as  hunting,  fishing,  rafting,  cOTOpit^g^  day 
use,  and  scenic  viewing  constitute  recreation  as  an  outstandingly  rsmarkable  value.  This 
finding  agrees  with  tha  Congressional  record. 

Both  the  John  Day  FosaiT  Beds  National  Monument  and  th*  Oregon  Museum  of  Science  and 
Industry's  Hancock  Field  Station  provide  a variety  of  interpretive  services  in  the  region 
but  there  are  many  other  rich  interpretive  opportuniti«  yet  to  be  tapped  that  have 
potential  to  attract  visitors  from  outside  the  geographic  region. 

"one  visitor  use  day  equals  one  person  visiting  the  river  fpr  a 12-hour  period. 
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VAU;E6 

Cn'tttrla  for  OutatancMraglv  fiemari^able  fiatina 

Fish  vaiuaa  nvay  b«  judged  cr  th^t  relative  mpHts  of  either  fis^  poptilations  ©r  haditat,  or 
a conilbination  of  thase  rWsr-ro lifted  conditions* 

Populatiooa  The  river  is  nationally  or  rationally  an  important  producer  Of  resident 
ahd/'or  anadronious  fish  apecie$.  Of  particular  si gnifi canes  is  the  presence  of  wild 
stocks  and/or  threatanad  and  ♦ndangered  sped  as. 

, Habitat  The  river  provides  exceptional Ty  high  quality  habitat  for  fish  species 

I indigenous  to  the  region*  Of  particular  significance  la  habitat  for  wild  stocks 
and/or  federally  listed  or  candidate  threatsnad  and  endangered  spsciesT 

DISCUSSION  FISHERY  VALUES 

jThe  entire  John  Day  River  Basin  contains  on*'oT  the  few  remaining  wild  fisn  runs  in  the 
1 Pacific  Northwest  with  approxiraatPly  43,000  steel  head  and  5,000  Chinook  salmon  returning 
each  year  for  spawning  (19SS  figures)^  The  summer  stdalheed  and  spring  Chinook  returning 
to  the  John  Day  each  year  for  spawning  make  up  the  largest  entirely  wild  rioi  in  the  mid 
jand  upper  Columbia  River  Basin,  making  the  river  of  regional  aignificance.  A rerorujnt  fall 
Chinook  population  spawns  in  the  lower  mainstem  but  Is  estinated  to  be  made  up  gf  less 
than  too  individuals. 

iThe  fact  that  this  river  Is  the  longaat  free  flowing  river  in  the  Columbia  River  Basin 
leignificantly  influences  tha  success  of  these  runs  of  wild  fish.  In  a recent  Nation-wide 
Rivers  Inventory  report^  tha  John  Day  was  found  to  be  one  of  only  42  high  quality  rivers 
I left  that  la  greater  than  zoO  kilometers  in  length  without  any  [major  dsms.  Oue  to  the 
acarcity  of  riparian  habitats  in  the  gsnaral  area,  the  John  Day  River  and  ascoeiatsd 
M pari  an  habitat  are  important  to  both  fish  and  wildlife, 

!ln  addition  to  the  anadronvous  fisheries,  the  designated  segment  contains  prime  habitat  for 
smallmouth  bass  and  a healthy  population  presently  exists.  Rainbow  trout  also  inhabit  ths 
John  Day  River  as  do  whiteflah,  northern  squawfish^  brwm  bullhead,  sucker,  channel 
catfish,  red-aided  shiners,  chisel -mouth  chub,  coddit,  carp,  and  lamprey. 

This  fishery  haa  recently  received  attention  in  national  publications  and  is  becoming 
increasingly  popular  with  anglers.  Moat  of  the  commercial  boating  guide  activity  on  the 
John  Day  River  is  associated  with  fishing  and  recreational  angling  accounts  for  10^000 
visitor  uso  daya  annually* 

This  segment  of  tha  John  Day  River  serves  primarily  as  a migratic^  corridor  for  all  adult 
and  iuveoilo  Chinook  and  steel  head.  Currently,  this  habitat  supports  production  of 
: approximately  two  percent  of  the  basin's  total  sumnor  steel  head  population.  As  many  as 
jCOO  adult  st^eThead  suwfn  in  the  subbaain  each  y«gr. 

Other  spocifrs  found  in  this  segment  include:  redband  rainbow  trout,  anallmoutb  baas, 

Pacific  lofliprey,  bridgelip  sucker,  and  speckled  and  long  noaa  dace. 
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,Q  iuftjcsri ty  of  haijitai:  in  thfe  aubbaain  is  only  marginally  productive  for  anadrofTioua  t1sh 
ccfnpartd  to  habitat  irt  th*  upper  watershed.  The  nwinstraafli  river  channal  la  largely 
undefined,  wide,  and  ahallcvf.  Lew  flows,  sedi mentation,  lack  of  riparian  cover*  and  high 
*LHrtffler  stream  teraperaturea  Hunt  productivity  *nd  ^lurvival. 

QOFW  current^planta  hatchery  raised  rainbcnw  trout  in  the  areas  with  high  angling  pressure 
in  order  to  reduce  the  eaten  of  wild  fi^h.  They  also  uae  fall  spawning  fish  which  roducts 
hybridization  with  tha  spring  spawning  r#d  band  rainbew  trout  and  steel  head  (OORV  i992Jt 
Creel  studies  by  COFW  indicata  that  cv#r  90  percent  of  the  catch  was  planted  hatchery 
rainbow. 

Baaed  on  the  available  archaeological  and  ethno-historic  information , a variety  of  fishery 
reaourcfls  vrere  exploited  within  the  John  Day  River  Sasin  most  recently  by  groups  belonging 
to  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs  and  LTmatillar  Treaties  signed  by  both 
groups  in  the  1950’s  vfith  the  U.S.  government  provide  for  fiahing  righta  “in  the  atreans 
running  through  wxi  bordering  said  reeervation(s) . . . and  4t  all  other  usual  and  accuatomed 
stations  in  cofwoon  with  citizens  of  the  united  States, tt”  Data  on  the  current  uae  of  the 
river  by  these  Native  American  groups  is  non-e/i stent , hut  formal  queries  Enay  reveal  that 
fiihing  actwitiaa  are  occurring. 

FPeUIMINARf  FINDING 

The  Qualityp  quantity*  aeathetio,  and  economic  importance  of  the  fiah  habitat  and  its 
resulting  resident  and  anadromoua  fiah  population*  pu^lify  Thia  raBouroe  aa  an 
outstandingly  remarkable  value.  This  finding  confirms  the  Congreasicnal  record  relating  to 
Sheri ee  values  of  the  John  Day  River. 

Historic  accounts  of  steel  head  and  salmon  runs  were  conaidarobly  larger  than  ccunti  today. 
Approximately  of  the  fish  habitat  in  the  baain  is  currently  degraded  due  to  human 
activities  and  is  in  early  eeral  condition.  Such  habitat  conditions  substantially  reduce 
production  of  steel  head  and  saliwsn.  With  habitat  imprcvemont , however,  steel  head  and 
aalmcn  numbers  could  significantly  increase. 

WILDLIFE  VALUES 

Criteria  for  Outstandinolv  Remarkable  Rating 

Wildlife  valuaa  may  be  judged  on  the  relative  merita  of  either  wildlife  populations  or 
habitat  - or  a combinotion  Of  these  conditiona. 

Ripulations  The  river  or  area  within  the  river  corridor  contains  naticnally  or 
regionally  important  populations  of  indigenous  wildlif*  species.  Of  particular 
significance  are  specie*  considered  to  be  unique  or  populations  of  federally  listed 
or  candidata  threatened  and  endangered  species.  Diversity  Cf  *peci«S  is  sn  important 
consideration  and  could,  in  itself,  lead  to  a dstermi  nation  of  cut  standingly 
remarkable. 

Habitat  The  river  or  area  within  th*  river  corridor  provides  except ionelly  high 
quality  habitat  for  wildlife  cf  national  cr  regional  significance,  or  may  provide 
inique  habitat  or  a critical  link  in  habitat  conditions  for  federally  listed  or 
candidate  threatened  and  ufidangered  species.  Contiguous  habitat  conditions  are  such 
that  the  biological  naeds  of  the  species  are  mst.  Div*r$ity  of  habitat  le  an 
important  consideration  and  could*  in  itself,  lead  to  a dptarmi nation  cf 
outstandingly  remerkable. 
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DISOJSSICN  OF  WILOLIFE  VALUES 

The  variety  qT  fiah  and  vvildlifs  &pe<;i*a  in  the  colltctlve  John  Clay  RWor  8>sin  nsay  de 
<nora  diverse  than  in  any  othar  river  syatem  in  the  entire  state  cT  Oregon.  Thia  ie  mostly 
dua  to  the  divtreity  of  hAhitata  found  there.  aagebrush/^raea  aidehilla^  rock 

outcrops  of  tha  canyon  wAlla^  and  riparian  habitAW  Jnake  up  the  deaignatAd  lower  reAChes. 
Most  of  the  upland  vegetation  is  in  lAte  aeral  ♦ statue  ntaking  it  good  habitat  for 
, wildlife. 

Though  in  early  serai  atatus,  riparian  areas  are  the  nttst  critioAl  habitat  for  wildlife. 
The  mAjority  of  wildlife  in  th*  Saain  are  either  directly  dependent  on  these  areas  or  use 
then  JTore  than  other  habitat*.  Streamsidas  create  a well-defined  zone  between  the  water' a 
edge  and  drier  surrounding  areai.  The  Fnciat  soil  conditions  support  a more  diversified 
vegetative  community  than  found  elsewhere,  in  turn  Atf acting  wildlife  diversity. 

1 streAjnaide  areas  provide,  in  cloee  projti unity  to  water,  many  varieties  of  food,  shelter 
j from  extreme  climatic  conditione,  cover  for. nesting  and  hiding,  And  corridors  Tor  travel 
1 over  long  and  Short  distances, 
i 

dna  threatened  Species,  the  bald  eagle,  is  documented  td  occur  Along  the  entire  river 
during  the  winter  months,  utilizing  large  snags  for  roosting  and  parcriirg.  BAld  fiagle  u*e 
of  the  John  Day  oppaare  to  be  increasing  A*  the  regional  population  irersases.  Though  no 
recent  sightings  are  confirmed,  the  endangered  peregrine  falcon  may  also  utilize  the  area, 
I most  likely  on  a migratory  basis.  Prairie  falcons,  golden  eagles,  and  red-tailed  hawks 
I nest  in  the  river  canyon.  Osprey  are  al*o  found  along  the  John  OAy+ 

I Waterfowl,  shorebirde,  heron,  and  upland  game  and  perchihg  bird*  can  be  found  in  the  ri^ 
i Gorridor.  ^^e5tiT1g  by  Canada  geese  has  been  increasing  yearly  with  the  river  new  providing 
\ habitat  for  several  hundred  birde  yearlong.  A variety  of  duck*  live  within  the  corridcr. 

* The  Oregon  Oepartment  of  F1*h  and  Wildlife  has  designated  a *pecla1  wildlifa  protection 
I area  from  Thirtymile  Canyoh  to  the  Columbia  River  primarily  tc  protect  migrating  waterfowl 
1 and  to  reduca  the  praaaure  from  hunting, 

Caimon  animals  in  the  area  include  mink,  coyote,  riv*r  otter,  bobcat,  beaver,  weetem 
fence  lizard.  Pacific  treefrog,  and  rattlesnake.  Mule  deer  use  the  river  yearlong  with  the 
most  concentrated  eummer  use  in  the  riparian  zone,  flocky  Mountain  *lk  alghtinp*  are 
increo*ing  In  the  area.  Historically,  CAlifornla  bighorn  sheep,  a Category  £ Federal 
candidate  species,  occupied  the  eaaln.  In  January  of  the  Oregon  Dapartment  of  Fish 

and  Wildlife  and  the  Bureau  of  Lund  Management  reintroduced  fourteen  bighorn  shoop  near 
Thirtyrtile  Canyon,  and  in  January  1390  thirteen  bighom  were  released  near  horseshoe  Bend. 
A winter  count  in  January  199:2  found  55  total  bighorn. 

Several  species  of  warblers,  virccs^  and  SAallowe  migrate  into  the  John  Day  Basin  to  neat. 
Many  of  theae  species  utilize  riparian  area*  Tor  nesting  and  foraging  while  others  utilize 
upland  areas  within  the  canyon,  I'Vpre  infonnatlon  is  needed  to  determine  present  and 
potential  population  levels  for  theae  species. 


* In  rafarsnee  to  ‘ecological  succession'’,  which  is  dafined  by  Ecology  and  Field  Biology 

(Smith  1968)  ee  “an  orderly  and  progrsseiv*  replacement  of  one  plant  community  by  another 
until  A ralativaly  stebla  community  occupi**  tha  area." 
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yU0  to  thq  usfc  af  the  resourca*  present  early  aeral  conditions  limit  wildlife 

habitat  ^s^iecially  w-ithin  the  riparian  zone.  This  aigni ficwitly  rDduces  haPitat 
availability  thereby  redizcing  wildlife  populations  and  diversity  as  well.  Many  of  the 
5 i dp-drainages  flowing  into  the  John  Day  fliver  are  aval uat fed  to  Pe  in  poor  to  fair 
condition.  To  promote  the  integrity  of  the  main  cfiarrlol , it  la  iraportant  to  manage  for  fe*i  ; 
ifflproved  ecological  status.  An  increase  in  eoolOgiCiT  condition  simultaneously  involves  an  j 
increase  In  plant  diversity,  which  in  turn  supports  an  increase  in  wildlife  diversity.  It  i 
also  improves  the  habitat  in  which  these  species  live.  j 

t 

Two  apecisB  of  bat  listed  on  the  Oregon  Natural  Heritag*  Program  Hat  (1^91)  occur  within  | 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  ^^ive^  corn' don  Townsend big-eared  bat  and  the  spotted  bat. 

More  inforniation  is  needed  to  detemin®  which  species  occur  in  the  corridor  in 
addition  to  present  population  levels  and  key  use  areas.  ■ 

Hunting  constitute*  Chi  cf  the  most  popular  forma  of  recreation  ih  th«  ajisin^  acccuntlng 
for  approxiiietely  la^OQQ  visitor  use  days  annually.  Game  specie*  include  mula  dear* 
upland  gaijia  birds  such  as  California  vallsy  quail  and  chukar,  and  waterfowl.  The  John  Day 
Riv«r  also  providea  outstanding  opportunitiea  for  wildlifb  viewing  and  there  is  great 
potential  for  interpretation  of  the  Sasin^s  wildlife  fe*  well.  These  norrrjti  1 i tarian 
recreational  pursuits  are  becoming  more  and  more  popular  along  the  John  Day  River. 


Avciilablfe  arGhaeologlcal  and  athno-hiatoric  information  reveal*  that  a wide  variety  of 
wildlife  resources  were  exploited  within  the  John  Day  River  Paain,  nest  recently  by  groups 
bglortging  to  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs  and  Umat-illa.  Treaties  signed  by 
both  groups  in  the  1850* a with  the  U.S.  govemnent  providfe  for  “...  the  privilege  of  * 

untitig. ..  on  unclaimed  lands  in  common  with  citizwi*,  is  also  secured  to  them".  Hunting 
rights  on  ceded  lands  continue  today  and  are  regulatfed  by  the  respective  tribea  similarly  | 

to  those  Imposed  on  the  &jro-Anierican  population,  Miether  or  not  hunting  activities  ara 
occurring  within  the  river  corridor  i*  not  kn»#i. 

! 

WELIMINAHY  FtNOlNQS  | 

1 

The  quality  and  diversity  of  habitat  in  the  John  Day  river  corridor  qualifies  this  1 

resource  as  outstandingly  remarkable.  The  presence  of  threatened  and  endangered  speCife*  | 

such  as  the  bald  sagleT  peregrine  falcon  and  c*pray,  and  regionally  important  populations 
of  indigenous  wildlife  specie*  a**uraa  this  classification.  The  excellent  opportunity  to 
view  wildlife  in  this  area  i$  also  taken  Into  consideration. 

®OlJDGlC/PALBa^WQlCWL  VAUJES 

Cfiteria  for  Outstandingly  Remarkable  Rating  < 

The  river  or  the  area  within  the  river  corridor  contains  on  example(*J  of  fe  geologic 
feature,  process,  or  phertcmena  that  is  rare,  unusual , one-of-a-kind,  or  unique  to  the 
geographic  region.  The  feature(*J  may  be  in  an  unusually  active  stage  Cf  developnant^ 
represent  a "textbook"  ejtW^da  end/or  represent  a unique  or  rare  combination  of  geologic 
features  Csroaional , volcO/iic,  glacial,  and  other  geologic  structures), 

DISCUSSION  OF  OECLOQIC/PALEONTOLOGICAL  VALUES 

^a  John  Day  Sosin  ha*  a ccnpllcated  geologic  history  which  ha*  resulted  in  a complex  and 
,1  verse  assemblage  of  rocks  exposed  at  the  earth’s  surfac*-  These  rocka  Include  fnOiSfea  of 
oceanic  crust,  marine  aad1ments+  intrusive  bodies,  a wide  variety  of  volcanic  matarlats, 
ancient  river  and  lake  deposits,  and  rOcent  Hv^r  and  landslide  deposits.  High  potantial 
oxifets  for  paleontological  resource*  in  rh*  ClarnO,  John  Day,  and  Mascall  fcnttfetlons 
within  the  designated  area.  TTiaae  bada  are  feraoua  for  plant  and  v*rtehrate  foasils  of 
^ijternational  signi  ficance. 
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There  are  pcrtlona  of  the  river  where  the  travoller  ia  a^pt^aed  to  extraiardlnary  outcrop? 
taf  Clarno  basal  ta,  lahars^  and  aaaorted  vol  coni  elastics,  many  of  than  right  at  the  river 
level.  These  offer  excellent  material  tor  study  bf  volcanic  processes  and  relattd 
depoaiticnal  mivi  rcrriiante. 

The  oldest  excoaed  rocks  in  the  designated  ar^a  comprise  the  clarno  Fommation  of  Eocene 
age-  The  Clamo  Fornation  copsiats  of  aediment  deposits  bf  ahales,  sandstones,  and 
oonglomeratta,  Interbedd^d  with  volcanic  tuffs  and  lavas.  The  aaquenCP  inay  be  as  much  aa 
2,000  feet  thick  locally. 

Overlying  the  Clarno  Formation  is  the  Oligocane  Jbhr  Day  Formation,  known  fbr  Its 
vortabrats  fossils,  Theaa  varisgatad  tuffs  and  shales  outcrop  thickly  in  sev^tral  areas 
along  the  John  Day  River. 

Th«  Columbia  Riv=r  Basalts,  here  considered  to  be  part  of  on*  of  the  world'4  largest 
continental  basalt  flow  formations,  overlie  the  John  Day  Formation*  These  are  distinctive 
flood  hasalts  deposited  during  the  Miocene,  and  are  still  essentially  horizontal  in  the 
designated  area.  The  John  Day  Rivpr  cut  a dramatic  cross  sbction  through  this  plateau  as 
it  formed  th#  John  Day  Canyon.  In  some  places,  basalt  cliffs  ries  over  t,QOO  feet  abevp 
the  river  or  have  erooad  into  unuaual  and  interesting  shapes,  adding  to  the  scenic 
quail tlee  of  tha  canyon. 

During  the  Pliocene  age,  tufaceous  sedimentary  rocks  and  tuffs  were  deposited  in  the 
northommoet  area  Of  the  John  Day  River. 

Landslide  and  debris  flow  deposited  during  the  Ploistoceno  age  occur  as  unstrati  fled 
lAyera  comprised  of  mixtures  of  basaltic,  andesitic^  tufaceotJa,  and  sedinwntary  bedrock. 
Recent  rock  and  gravel  deposits  form  bare  and  beds  along  the  canyon. 

River  segment  B,  which  extends  from  the  mouth  of  Butte  Cr*ak  (fiM  95 J to  Service  Creek  (FW 
155),  passes  very  near  the  Clarno  Unit  of  thn  John  Day  Fosall  Beds  Mational  Monument  Just 
east  of  Clamb  at  RM  nO.  Fossil  bearing  exposures  occur  within  the  rivor  corridor 
throughout  this  segmert.  No  formal  inventories  have  yet  bean  conducted  within  the 
corridor  hut  several  locations  are  knewn  or  are  considered  highly  likely  to  contain 
si ghif leant  vertebrate  and  botanical  speclmena.  Paleontological  Inventories  will  need  to 
be  conducted  prior  to  any  ground  disturbing  activitiaa. 

PRELIMINARY  FINDIN? 

The  Congrsesional  record  found  geologic/paleontologic  values  to  be  aignifioont  on  the  John 
Day  River.  Further  investigation  through  this  report  reveals  that  the  geologic/ 
palaontologlc  feotUraa  and  opportunitiaa  for  scientific  research^  Interpretation,  and 
aesthaticB  available  on  the  river  am  an  outstandingly  remarkable  value. 

Given  the  proximity  to  the  John  Day  Fossil  Beda  r^ational  Monument  and  the  likelifwod  of 
discovering  additionally  significant  local t ties,  palacntological  resources  within  sogwent 
B should  be  considered  to  be  especially  outstandingly  rsmarkabla.  Of  major  importance  to 
this  finding  is  the  international  significance  of  the  paleontological  resources  located  In 
this  area. 

botanical  vallieb 

Criteria  for  Outs t and inglv  Re<narkabl«  Rating 

The  rivar  or  area  near  the  river  must  contain  nationally  or  regionally  important 
populations  of  indigenoLia  plant  speoioc.  Of  particular  importance  are  species  conaidenKl 
to  be  unique  or  populationa  of  fedarally  Hated  or  Candidate  Threatened  and  Endangered 
Spociaa.  Whan  analyzing  vegetation,  additional  factors  such  as  diversity  of  species, 
number  of  plant  ccflirtiunlties  and  Cultural  importance  Of  pi  ante  may  be  considered.  31 
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.rSOJSSlOM  Or  aOT/wrCAL/EOOLOGICAL  VALUES 

(^ritaining  pristine  pi  aunt  iCinuftLirtitifia  as  wall  as  ■irTCec*<2STlng  plant  sped  as,  the  corridor 
along  the  John  l>ay  Wild  and  £can1c  RWer  offers  the  visitor  inparall^lad  opportunity  to 
eyperlence  the  natural  Tandacape  of  north-central  Oregon- 

Iranediately  adiacent  to  the  river » the  riparian  ZCht  offers  ly*h,  ^reen  vegetation 
important  to  wildlifa  and  natural  hydrologic  proce$ses*  Although  p33t  uae  haa  not  been 
kind  to  thii  importarit  vegetation,  improved  grazing  maragenient  prowiao^  a alow,  Put  steady 
recovery.  In  oohtrast  to  the  cool  ♦ inviting  riparian  areas,  the  adjacent  canyon  slopes 
offer  little  hope  of  relief  to  the  traveler,  Thflrta  dry,  steep,  rocky  hillsidea^  protected 
from  unregulated  grazing  and  agriculture  by  their  topography  and  inaccesalhl Hty*  contain 
the  Tenants  of  a once-great  grassland.  Dominated  by  vast  acraa^e  of  PUebunoh  vrfieatgrass 
^Aqrnovron  gplcatuml > these  slopes  appear  much  as  they  did  hundreds  of  years  ago. 

VgloanlG  clays  of  varying  hues  and  taxturea  b^ar  testimony  to  the  fiery  birth  of  much  of 
the  landscape  along  the  river.  W#re,  in  these  clay  soils,  are  several  species  of  planta 
endemic  (of  limited  rang*,  only  found  here)  to  this  part  of  Oregon.  Early  spring  moisture 
often  causes  these  oth*r^iW  barren  clay  slopes  to  be  ablaze  in  a carpet  of  yellw 
wildf lowers.  An  assortrient  Of  unit|ue  plants  on  the  nXky  ridges  tempt  one  to  hike  to  the 
top.  All  in  all,  1C  plants  Of  degree  of  tnportonCO  as  "special  status  species'  art 
known  or  suspected  in  ths  river  corridor,  including  three  candiefates  for  listing  4S 
endangered  or  threatoried, 

r 

The  designated  arsA  contains  vegetation  representative  of  a potential  natural  community 
^NC)  bluebunch  whaatgrasa  eoQsystem.  (PNC  ie  the  relatival y stable,  final  stAgo  in  the 
auccussion  of  vegetation  types,  generally  equated  with  pristine),  Th#r*  nr*  opportunitlas 
to  study  nativ*  range  sites  which  could  be  useful  for  vegetative  cOn^rison  and  could  be 
maintninnd  as  pr la tine  plant  reserves.  This  could  he  beneficial  for  future  genetic 
axperimortts. 

The  available  archaeological  and  ethno-historic  infonration  revoAla  that  a wide  variety  of 
plants  wore  exploited  within  the  John  Day  River  9«in  moat  recently  by  groups  belonging  to 
the  CdnfoderatOd  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs  and  Wnatilla.  Treaties  Signed  by  tsoth  groups 
in  the  1650**  with  the  U.S.  government  provide  fPr  "the  privilege  of  ,,,  gathering  roots 
and  berri«i...  on  unclaimed  lands  in  ccinncp  with  citizens,  is  al*0  secured  to  than". 

Recent  information  suggests  that  traditional  gathering  practice*  are  still  being  pursued 
by  tribal  members,  hut  no  specific  data  exist*  on  the  use  of  plant  resources  within  the 
river  corridor. 

PRELIMINARY  FINDING 

The  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River  corridor  contains  a relatively  pristine  bliiebunch 
wheatgroH  plant  oownunlty  coupled  with  the  potential  presence  of  IQ  special  status  plant 
species.  In  addition*  the  unique  contrast  between  riparian  and  hi^h-dasert  upland 
vegetation  provide*  important  wildlife  habitat  and  aesthetic  values  to  the  area.  There  is 
epportunity  to  improve  the  qualities  of  the  John  Day  River's  vegetative  community  in  th* 
ri  pari  Pin  zones  and  on  the  alluvial  flats  through  range  management.  Scientific  study  and 
interpretive  opportmlties  also  exist  in  the  area.  Should  future  inventories  establish 
the  presence  of  additional  special  statu*  plant  species*  this  finding  could  be  upgraded  to 
■xjt standingly  remarkable.  However,  since  all  of  the  known  or  suspected  special  status 
jlonts  occur  elsewhere  in  the  greater  John  Day  River  watar^hed  (i.e.the  river  corridor 
contain*  only  e fraction  of  their  known  habitat)  ann  since  the  PNC  bluebunoh  wh^atgraas 
corangrti ties  also  occur  elsewhere  oh  similar  steep  slopes,  these  baton i cal /*CO logical 
valLtes  can  only  be  found  to  ha  aigriif leant  rather  than  outstandingly  rwarkabla. 
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Criteria  far  O^tatandinolv  RamarK^bla  Ratlpo 

T7i©  river  or  ar*a  within  tht  river  ccrrldor  contairiB  a *it6(s)  wrtere  there  ia  evidence  of 
occypatlon  or  oaa  by  Native  Americana.  Sites  Hiuat  be  rare,  one-oT-a-kintJ,  have  unusual 
GhEU"octeristi w or  exceptiOTLai  human  interest  value(sl.  Sites  way  have  national  or 
regioral  importance  for  interpreting  prehistory;  nay  ivd  rare  and  represent  an  area  where  a 
culture  or  cultural  period  was  first  identified  and  described;  may  have  been  used 
concurrently  by  tVjo  or  more  cultural  groups;  or  may  have  been  used  by  cultural  groups  for 
rare  or  sacred  purposes . Of  paricular  value  will  be  pristine  sitaa  that  have  not  tieen 
disturbed  a 

Discuasion  of  Pre-hl storic.  Traditional  Use 

Soma  of  the  John  Day  River  corridor  has  been  surveyed  fcr  cultural  resouroea.  Nearly  100 
prehistoric  aites  have  bMn  recordad.  which  repreaent  the  full  range  of  human  activities 
including  pithousa  villages,  rocksheltersj  pictogroph  sites,  reck  feature  sites,  tool 
manufacturing  altaa,  and  a few  buried  sites  wrfiosa  character  can  not  be  determined  without 
scientific  ekcavation.  These  sites  indicate  intensive  socupatiem  by  indions  over  the  last 
several  thousand  years  and  neny  are  very  significant.  Three  sets  of  archaeolcglca]  sites 
are  potentially  eligible  for  fnclusicn  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Placea,  The 
Bureau  of  Land  Management ^ recogniting  the  value  of  archaeologic  sites  on  public  landr 
plans  to  nominate  several  of  these  sites  to  the  National  Register* 

Many  sites  have  high  potential  to  provide  information  about  past  cultures  and  their  use 
riverain  raSQurcee.  There  are  oKoellent  intarpretive  opportunities.  About  half  of  th* 
known  sites  are  in  fair  to  poor  condition  with  the  greatest  threat  to  these  fragile 
reacunces  being  the  continued  illegal  digging  and  surface  collection  of  prehistoric 
artifact*. 

Available  data  Is  limittd  concerning  use  of  the  river  corridor  for  traditional  use  or 
religious  pradticaa.  According  to  the  involved  Native  American  groups,  any  area  wnere 
native  plant*  and  anirnals  occur  are  considered  traditicnal  u**  locations.  This  would 
indicate  that  a majority  of  the  3LH  lands  within  the  corridor  could  be  used  for 
traditional  use  practices,  including  grziiing,  ae  provided  in  the  treaties  for  each  tribe. 

A concerted  effort  to  cenduct  ethnological  and  ethnobotsni cal  research  should  be  pursued 
in  order  to  illuminate  our  current  understanding  of  the  past  use  of  the  river  canyon. 

Recent  religious  practices  within  the  river  corridor  are  unknown  and  will  most  likely 
r«main  so  for  obvious  reasons.  Again,  ethnological  work  would  probably  be  useful  Tor 
prc’^iding  a general  kncwlodgs  about  certain  cerefuonies  and  practices  without  revealing 
particular  significant  locaticns,  other  than  in  general  tenma. 

River  segment  0 

Segment  D,  covering  the  area  from  Tumwater  Falls  (the  Narrows)  south  to  the  Cottonwood 
Briiife*,  has  been  selectively  inventor isd  for  cultural  reaourcea  by  Polk  (1975).  This 
small  sampling  revealed  the  occurrence  of  only  a few  prehistoric  aitesr  Based  on  this  eind 
ether  archaeological  studies  conducted  at  the  mouth  of  the  John  Day  River,  it  appears  that 
hunon  occupation  in  the  Icwer  part  of  the  canyon  extends  back  some  d,000  years  (Schalk 
1967 )t  It  hss  b*en  suggested  that  the  interior  portion  of  the  canyon  was  moat  heavily 
used  after  about  5OD0  years  ago,  although  no  formal  testing/evaluation  has  been  cc^iductau 
to  substantiate  this. 

Ethnographical ly,  the  area  ha*  traditional  1 y been  utilized  by  the  Tenino  group  of 
Sflhaption  speakers,  primarily  for  fishing.  Several  villages  ar*  known  to  have  occurred  in 
the  low«r  reaches  of  the  river,  although  their  exact  location  ho*  not  been  discovered. 
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River*  fifc^ent  C 

River  segment  0,  e?tt«ndirig  from  -the  Cottonwood  Bridge  to  the  mouth  of  Butte  Creek  (approx* 
RM  !35)  has  beer  extensively  inventoririci  by  Polk  (1S76).  Within  this  particular  atretch  of 
the  river  Polk  recorded  59  prehistoric  altee.  An  additignsl  5 prehistoric  sites  have  ijatn 
located  iirtce  that  time*  Others  surely  exiat  that  have  yst  to  be  dieco’^redr  Site  typ*s 
recorded  include  pit  house  vi 11^963,  Isolated  pit  houses^  rockshaltors,  lithic  scatter^, 
pictogrApha  and  petroglyphe,  and  rock  features.  The  nature  of  several  of  the  prehistoric 
sites  is  undetermined  because  they  are  buried  by  river  aedUnenta*  Many  of  the  sites  ire 
in  good  cohdltlcn*  but  those  nmurest  to  access  points,  and  a few  which  are  not,  have  User 
b?wny  damaged  by  vandals.  Mo  formally  reported  cultural  resource  excavations  h4ve  bfien 
conducted  within  this  segment. 

Ethnogrophically,  the  area  was  utilized  by  th*  Tenitx)  group  of  th*  Sahaptlan  speaking 
language  family.  Littl*  ia  known  about  the  area.  Few  of  the  ethnograprn' c atudlaa 
mentions  the  use  of  the  canyon  specifically.  It  is  assumed  that  the  fisheries  played  an 
Important  rol«  in  the  canyons  occupation.  However,  observable  evidence  at  the  sites 
suggest  that  hunting  and  gathering  were  as  important,  if  not  more  so*  No  knom 
ethnographic  villages  have  been  identified  fn  this  segments 

River  segment  S 

River  segment  B,  which  extends  fpoti  the  Dvcutn  of  Butte  Crwk  (RM  95)  to  Service  Creek  (RM 
155),  was  partially  inventoried  for  cultural  resources  by  Polk  (1976).  A small  number  of 
nitea  were  located  during  the  exani nation  of  this  segment.  These  consisted  of 
^^ksheltere  (one  with  pictcgraphs) , one  pit  house  village  site,  and  several  open  Hthic 
:«oattera*  Creasman  (1337,  1950)  recorded  several  pictograph  sites  and  tested  a rockshslter 
near  HM  T20.  the  results  of  the  testing  were  inconclusive  and  provided  little  data*  Work 
conducted  In  the  Pine  Creek  (Gannon  1363,  1970,  1972;  pera.  conn*  Endzweig  1991)  and  Muddy 
Creek  (U.5*D.l.,  BU^  CR  Report  86-05-03)  areas  near  Clarno  haa  revealed  that  occupation  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  segment  extends  back  os  far  as  7,000  years  ago,  with  <noSt  occurring 
later  than  2500  B.P. 

Ethnograptiical  1y,  this  sogffient  falls  on  or  near  the  boundary  between  the  Ten i no  group  of 
Sahaptien  language  speakers  and  the  Northern  Raiute  who  are  part  of  the  Nunic  language 
group  (Stewart  1339).  It  currently  is  within  the  ceded  lands  of  the  Confederated  Tribes 
Of  the  Warm  Springs.  Former  et  al . (1973)  Indicate  that  an  aboriginal  trail  axistsd  along 
the  northern  side  of  the  river  along  this  segment,  joining  with  another  on  the  west  side 
cf  the  river  near  ClarnOr  No  known  Native  Afiierican  religious  sites  or  traditional  use 
areas  exist  within  the  corridor  of  this  particular  segment* 

WELIMIKARV  FINDING 


River  segment  □ 

Although  specific  data  about  prehistoric  sites  along  the  lower  course  of  the  rivar  is 
limited,  segment  D contains  the  only  site  to  bo  formally  studied  within  the  whole  of  the 
river  system.  The  potential  for  locating  additional  prehistoric  sites  which  may 
contribute  significantly  to  our  understanding  of  the  prehistory  of  the  John  Day  River 
canyon  is  high. 
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<Xir  general  lack  of  knew! edge  regarding  the  prehistory  of  the  Daschutas-Unati 11a  Plntaau, 
eapecially  the  John  Day  River  canyoo,  createe  a ci rcumstEince  where  all  prehistoric  sites 
can  be  conal dared  significant,  if*  fact  that  iitea  located  along  the  lower  segment  of  the 
river  fnay  have  had  conhectiens  with  the  ethnographic  past  cnly  Imparts  additional 
importance  to  there  potential  human  interest  values.  Therefore,  all  cultural  rascurceB 
along  this  segment  are  outstandingly  remarkable. 

River  savant  C 

Segment  C of  the  river  contains  4 great  variety  and  concentration  of  prehistoric  sites. 

It  has  been  recomnend^d  that  several  of  the  prehiatoric  site  concent  rations  be  designated 
as  archaeological  districts.  The  nature  of  the  sites  provide  excellent  opportunities  to 
significa^itly  Increase  our  current  data  base  of  knowledge  concerning  prehistoric 
occupation.  Therefore,  all  cultural  resources  within  this  segment  are  outstandingly 
remarkable. 

General  lack  of  knowledge  regarding  the  prehistory  of  the  Deschutes-Utoat i 1 1 a Plateau^ 
especially  the  John  Day  River  canyon,  creates  a circumstance  wnsre  all  prehistoric  sites 
can  be  ccnslderad  significant.  This  Is  particularly  true  because  of  the  variety  of 
prehistoric  sites  occurring  along  this  aegnent  of  the. river  have  high  potential  for 
tcientific  reaearch.  Therefore,  all  cultural  resourcea  within  this  segnwnt  are 
outstandingly  remarkable. 


River  segment  B 

Although  cultural  resource  Inventor iea  have  b*an  somewhat  limited  along  segment  B,  the 
findinga  have  been  significant.  The  available  evidence  suggests  that  a variety  of 
prehistoric  sites  exi«t  which  could  provide  important  information  about  our  underatandipg 
of  past  11/aways.  This  especially  important  when  we  consider  the  prehiatoric  situation 
and  its  boundary  setting*  Additional  inventory  snd  evaluation  will  reed  to  be  performed 
prior  to  any  proposed  groind  disturbing  activities. 

Given  the  unknown  nature  of  the  prehistory  of  the  Deechute$-Uinati TJa  Plateau,  espoolally 
thfr  John  Day  River  canyCtfi,  all  eite$  muat  be  considered  potentially  significant  at  this 
time.  The  additional  foot  that  this  ae^ent  is  situated  along  a known  cultural  boundary 
provides  Oddad  importonoa  to  these  rosources.  Therefore,  all  prehistoric  sites  along  thia 
segment  ara  outstandingly  remarkable. 


All  Segments 

On  the  river  overall,  evidencs  of  human  occupation  for  the  last  several  thousand  years  and 
the  presence  of  three  sites  with  ^tlonal  Register  potential  indicate  that  the  designated 
corridor  of  the  John  Day  River  possesses  archeological  values  that  are  outstandingly 
remarkable.  Thia  upgrades  the  Congressional  record  finding  of  "significant"  relating  to 
the  archeological  values  of  the  John  Day  River.  !n  addition,  these  sites  were  used 
concurrently  by  several  cultural  group*  and  have  regional  importance  for  interpreting 
prehistory.  The  Hver  corridor  is  also  an  important  traditional  uss  area  to  Indian  tribes 
and  is  associated  with  treaty  rights  on  ceded  lands. 
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.snonrc,  a;LTunAL  values 

Cmen';r  for  Qutstanriina} v Remar'^ah^Q  Rati ng 

The  riv^r*  or  area  withirt  the  river  corridor  coTrta-iha  a sitfi(5)  or  faitiira(s)  assofiAted 
with  a sighificani  event,  an  iirportahi  person,  or  a cultural  activity  of  the  past  that  was 
rare,  unuaual , or  one-r^f-a-klnd  in  the  region.  A Matoric  aite(s)  /cr  feature(i)  In 
moat  is  So  years  or  older » Of  particular  si  gulf  icantsfi  are  sit**  or  features  listed 

irtj  or  are  eligible  for  inclusion  in,  the  Naticnal  Register  of  Historic  Places^ 

□ ISOJSSrON  OF  HIST0RIC/GUL7URAL  VALLES 

Historic  sites  in  th«  designated  corridor  offer  special  qualities  for  cultural  r«scurcs 
studies  + aesthetics,  and  interpratarlon.  TVwnty-*ix  historic  sits*  have  been  dOounft^intad 
which  represent  prifflsrlly  dispersed  settlen»iit  ssaocl^ted  with  livestock  graling  and 
transportation- related  featur**  In  the  Ut*  19tn  and  early  £0th  centuries.  Some  sites  are 
so  aignif leant  that  they  are  potentially  eligible  for  designation  on  the  National  f^egi*ter 
of  Historic  Places » 

The  historic  sites  include  cabins  that  are  associated  with  homesteading  or  stockraising, 
machinery  left  from  a fsrry  crossing,  three  wagons  left  from  a igzOs  movie  set,  and  a 
rockahQlt*r  used  for  a still.  The  Oregon  Trail,  a significant  western  iminigrant  route, 
crossed  the  John  Day  River  at  McOonald  Ford  and  is  a potent i*l  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places  property  as  well. 


River  segment  D 

The  primary  historic  uss  of  this  aeginent  occurred  at  McDonald  Ford,  TTiia  was  th*  primary 
cros*1ng  point  of  the  river  for  thousands  of  Oregon  Trail  emigrant*  between  th*  1840 'a  and 
;860'*.  In  less,  A Terry  was  built  at  the  croising.  Later  transportation  rout**  used 
this  saiBs  crossing.  Other  but  l^as  important  u**s  of  this  segment  include  sema: 
homsstftading,  fanning  and  ranching. 


River  segment  C 

Hiver  segment  C,  extending  from  tho  Cottonwood  Bridge  to  the  mouth  of  Outta  Creek  Capprox, 
Wi  9SJ  haa  been  extenaivaly  inventoried  by  Polk  (1976),  Witnln  this  particular  stretch  of 
the  river  Pc1k  recorded  9 niatorio  *ites,  site  types  recorded  include  homestead*,  a ferry 
site,  irrigation  canals,  ranching  line  shacks,  a still  site  from  prohibition  days  ard 
three  tuckboard  wag^ii*  used  in  a t9aa's  movie  about  the  Oregon  Trail, 

River  segment  S 

River  segment  6,  which  extends  from  the  mouth  qT  Butte  Creek  (RH  95)  to  Sei^ica  Creek  (RM 
156),  was  partially  inventoried  for  cultural  resources  by  Polk  (1975).  A small  number  of 
sites  were  locatsd  during  the  examination  of  ttli*  segment.  Historical ly^  those  oonsisted 
of  one  1930' 8 era  cabin. 

This  segment  contains  some  interoatfng  sites  rRiated  to  transportaticn  and  s«tt lament.  In 
the  laflO's  the  routa  of  The  Dalle*  Military  Road  passed  along  th*  west  side  of  this 
-segment  between  Cherry  and  Bridge  Creeks,  Clarno  wo*  apparently  aatablishod  in  the  iaao*s 
y Andrew  Clarno  who  was  a cattle  rancher.  A post  office  was  erected  at  Clarno  in  1894, 
although  there  i*  acme  evidehce  to  sugge*t  that  an  earlier  one  eyisted  in  the  iSSO'a.  The 
flooaplain  2cne  of  this  segment  has  been  subjected  to  farming  and  ranching  activities 
since  this  early  era. 
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PRELIMINARY  FINDING 


River  segm*rtt  D 

The  Qccur^^encfi  of  the  0»*fr9on  Trail  crossing  along  segment  D has  local  > regional  and 
national  aiyiificance.  Cultural  rescurca  inventOMea  will  need  to  ha  conducted  prior  to 
any  proposed  ground  disturbing  activitias- 

The  Oregon  Trail  is  considarad  to  be  a National  Historic  Trail  and  of  National  Register 
eligibility,  Thar ef ore,  All  historical  rasourcee  along  this  segment  arc  outstandingly 
remarkable. 


River  segment  C 

Segment  C of  tha  river  contains  a greet  variety  and  concentration  of  historic  sit*s- 
Addltlonally,  the  historic  sites  along  this  segment  represent  a unic?^  view  of  early 
twentieth  century  occupation  of  the  canyon  and  cAn  contribute  to  our  understanding  of  the 
settlement  of  the  region.  Theae  sites  also  offer  aitcellenT  interpretive  opportunities. 
Historic  resources  within  this  segment  can  contribute  to  oU<"  under  standing  of  the  part 
economy  and  scenic  values  of  the  canyon  played  In  tha  local  and  regional  M stories. 

River  segment  9 

Although  cultural  resource  inventories  have  been  somewhat  limited  along  aagment  the 
findings  hav*  been  significant.  The  avAi labia  svi dance  suggasts  that  A variety  of 
hiAtoric  siti^  exist  which  could  provide  important  infonnatioh  about  cur  understanding  c 
patt  llfewayt.  Additional  inventory  and  evaluation  will  nend  to  be  perfomed  prior  to  any 
propoaed  around  disturbing  activities, 

Tha  historic  sites  can  Also  contribute  to  our  better  undarstanding  of  the  initial 
settlement  and  occupation  Cf  the  region.  Although  they  arP  eignificant^  they  an*  not 
outstandingly  rewiarkable. 


All  Se^nentA 

Overall,  the  John  Day  River  and  ita  corridor  played  an  important  role  during  the  pioneer 
migration  and  ^Attlemwit  of  the  west,  <ome  sites  being  significant  enough  to  maka  them 
eligible  for  HAtional  Register  deal  gnat  ion.  The  colorful  history  of  th«  area  is  ripe  for 
intarpretation  and  is  found  to  have  outatandingly  remarkabla  values.  This  is  aii  upgrade 
from  the  finding  of  "signif ioant"  noted  in  the  Congressional  Record, 

CTH31  SIMILAR  VALUES 

Assessments  of  additional  riv^r-related  values  may  ba  completed  upon  receiving  the  results 
of  sub j act  expert  solicitations  for  information  and  aignificanoa. 
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APPETCIX  6 

PUBLIC  INVOLVBOfr  PUW  FOR  FESOURCE  ASSESa^TEfTt 


It  Complete  draft  of  the  John  Day  River  Resource  Assessment.  On^oiA^ 

reviet^  and  editinj^i  us^ng  int^rd-isclpl tnar^y  approach. 

Internal  Intardiscipl  Inary  Peviei^  Tsan: 

Don  Smith,  Assistant  Di$tt*lct  Manager 
Dick  CcsgrifTe*  Area  Manager 

Brian  t^nninghame,  fAjblic  Affairs/Project  Manager 
Wayne  eiwpr*^  Natural  Resourca  5<»oiallst 
SuZan  Moiners*  Pecraatlor  (review  team  leader) 

Dan  Outdoor  Recreation  Planner 

Roy  P«arl,  Wilderness  (»^) 

Srad  Keller,  Wildlife  Biologist 

$areh  Nichols,  Student  Trainee  (Wildlife  Biol  agist) 

David  Young j Fishery  Biologist 

Jones  Eisner,  Student  Trainee  (Fisheries) 

Dtrtnls  Davis,  Geologist 
ften  Kalvorscn,  Boteinist  (MS) 
stehn  ZEUioonelia,  Archeologist 

external  Profwsional  Review: 

Suzanne  Crowley  Thomas + (JSFS,  archeology/history 
Errol  Claire,  OOFW,  wildlife/fish 
Ted  Fremd,  NPS,  paleontology 
FrEink  LeMay,  OOFW,  wlldllfe/fiah 

2.  Complete  ravissd  intamal  draft  and  have  Management  Team  Review. 

3.  Mail  Resource  Aassssment  draft  to  interested  puCiHc  and  prcTessionals  for 
-xinment, 

4..  Rsvise  draft  baaed  on  public  iXflwent  and  send  to  State  Office. 
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RraOlRCE  ASSESSMEWr  PROCESS  (IN  De=TW) 


r.  PURPOSE  AND  HEED 

Th0  iwportarc*  oT  a thorwgh  reaotirca  aaaesanrant  <iarino‘fc  be  av0r4tatad»  Tha  r»**yrce 
assas^ment  as  tha  foundation  of  tha  river  managwnant  planning  procaa^.  It 

dot^rmlnes  which  rlvei^ralat&cl  featurta  are  truly  autstancJingly  renarkafalo  or  contribute 
substantially  to  the  rivtr  aettiTig  and  the  functioning  of  its  eooaystwn.  It  is  not 
infanded  to  serve  as  an  eligibility  evaluationT 

Usually  the  initial  step  in  the  river  manageinant  planning  prOcase,  the  resource  aasesSAtant 
»ru3t  take  into  consideration  all  features  \vhich  are  directly  river-related-  This  early 
identification  and  evaluation  will  help  ensure  that  slgnificent  featuras  ara  not 
overlooked  and  that  a holistic  approach  to  investigating  the  inter-rslationship  aroig 
various  features  ie  achieved. 

The  identification  and  documentation  of  outetendingly  reriarkaPle  and  other  significant 
valuta  Is  a first  step  in  developing  (twnagenent  prescriptions  that  protect  and  enhance 
river  values t A thorough  resource  ossessnent  provides  the  basis  upon  v^ich  management 
decisions  affecting  resources  within  the  planning  area  can  be  made  during  the  interim 
period  pending  plan  completion  and  approval . Additlonally«  the  findings  and  ccncluaions 
reached  at  the  end  of  the  assessment  effort  will  de  used  in  management  plan  scoping, 
‘icliiding  specific  issue  Identification  and  **tadl ishment  of  final  adninist native 
omdflri  es . 

There  are  three  components  of  the  reaource  assessment  process.  Fist  is  the  identification 
of  any  outstandingly  remarkable  values  not  specifically  identified  by  Congress,  but  found 
present  never theleaSt  within  planning  area  boundaries.  Second  Is  the  identification  and 
determination  of  significance  levels  for  river-related  values  which  are  not  determined  to 
be  outstandingly  remarkable,  yat  contribut*  suOstontlal ly  to  a river’s  overall  character » 
Third  is  the  oonfi nttatlon  of  the  outstandingly  remarkaPle  values  set  forth  for  specif io 
rivers  in  the  Omnibus  Oregon  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Act  (see  the  Congressional  Record  - 
Senate,  vol,  154,  dated  October  7,  1386). 

It  is  important  to  remember  that  the  term  ‘outstandingly  remarkable''  oa  used  in  the  Wild 
and  Scenic  Rivers  Act  has  never  been  precisely  definod^  Oonaoquentlyj  any  determination  of 
outstandingly  remarkable  valuea  is  a matter  of  informed  professional  judgment  and 
interpretation.  Th*  only  firm  expectation  is  that  the  basia  for  the  judgment  be  adequately 
ttocumented  in  the  resource  assessment. 

II*  VALUE  ASSEoSMEKT 

All  value$  assessed  should  be  directly  river^related,  or  thair  existence  to  the  river 
ecosystem.  The  rationale  for  a direct  river  rclaticnship  is  that  the  program  involves  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  System  rather  than  a generalized  land  and  resourc*  conservation 
prograjn.  It  is  therefore  appropriate  to  focus  attention  on  the  river  and  resources 
dlractly  related  to  it. 

he  resources  to  be  aseessad  are  specifically  identified  ln  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act 
^PL  90B4Z)  and  include  5oenlc,  recreation,  geologic,  fish  and  wildlife,  historic, 
cultural,  and  other  similar  values.  Other  similar  values  include,  but  are  not  limited  to, 
hydrologic,  botanic  and  ecological  resources. 
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III.  Sl^aNIFICANCE  TWESH0LD5 

In  ordsr  tc  assessed  aa  "nut standingly  remarkatile”,  a r1ver-ralat«d  vaius  muat  be  a 
unique,  rare  or  exemplary  feature  that  la  significant  at  a regional  or  national  levels 
Thoae  river- related  values  that  are  not  assessed  as  outstandingly  renarkable  but 
ciOntribute  subatantially  to  the  functioning  of  the  river  aysteift  and  river  setting  should 
be  deacribad  and  their  level  of  significance  indicatedT 

The  geographic  regions  (fl)  described  in  the  i960  Statewide  Comprehensive  Outdoor 
Pecreation  Plan  (SCCflP)  for  Oregon  may  be  used  for  compering  certain  river- related  values 
ofAcng  the  rivers  in  a “region".  Because  of  the  location  of  rivers  in  specific  SCCflP 
regions  to  contiguous  state  borders  (Washington,  Idaho,  Nevada,  and  Cal i Term  a) , 
geographic  regions  con  be  luodifled  as  necessary  to  provide  thn  basis  for  meaningful 
oewparativ*  analysis  Tor  non-recreation  values  such  as  fisheries  or  cultural  resources, 

Guidelines  Tor  assessing  valuta  are  n»eant  to  set  miniirtum  thneaholds  to  establish 
outstandingly  remarkable  values  and  are  Illustrative,  not  aH-inclusiv*.  m some  cases,  a 
value  may  meet  sane  or  all  of  the  criteria,  yet  «ay  not,  for  a we  11 -documented  reason,  be 
determined  to  be  an  outstandingly  remarkable  value.  In  afxjther  situation,  a value  may  be 
called  outitaridingly  remarkable  Tor  a reason  not  listed  In  these  guides.  The  important  and 
critical  step  la  to  dOCtJnant  the  rational  for  the  determination. 
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APPEM5IX  F 


Oc»iintni3  to  thfr  Draft  Rasnurcfr  Assagament 


The  BLN  rtoelved  many  coaments  from  th©  publ-tc  after  the  draft  R&soiircc  Asaeasments  were 
Some  oo^irtentB  speCfTIcally  eddreaeed  the  Resource  Asaessmeiit  while  others 
jaertained  to  river  planning.  Only  those  cooinants  specifically  addressing  this  Resource 
Assessment  will  be  included  here*  Comments  on  river  planning  will  b*  addressed  in  the 
Jchn  Oay  River  Mnnagement  Plan  and  Envi  ronmental  Impact  Statement* 
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AUG  1S91  ^ 

1/  COMMENT  FORM 

*•  <3|ifc 

jj3t  i-ntartfi'C  iJi  tiia^a  ^lvTBx=t»  Belov  la  a ciiscit  List  shau.ld 

yqa  want  tc  racsiv^  nor*  intornatinn  qjt  prtvid*  conmenta.  will  welccns 

yniir  coBPients  at  any  tisia  tiironghout  tJia  planning  px'gcas^^  hovtvar,  canm^nts 
for  this  pnasa  of  the  procRaa  must  be  raraivod  at  tna  SL^E  office  by  Angnst 
^ '^rder  to  be^  fully  utilizGci-,  5«varal  nailing  liata  have  bean 
conLoined  tn  s^d  yovi  this  InTcratitiDn,  Xf  yua  ntcaived.  duplicates  nlease 
^hara  than*  ' ^ if 

2^,  PLasae  sand  me  more  information  about  the  foilowijig  rivers: 

Fftdfiv : 

/ ' 
Wash  watjvs  punt  socsety 

9<21 ' 49lh  AVtMUe  N.  i- 
UATTU.  V>/A  pans 


All  $ rivers 

Lower  John  Day  River  (mainataai) 

South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River 
Middle  Oesohvitas/ Lower  CraoXod  Rivera 
Morth  Fork  of  th«  Craoksd  Hiv^r 
Crcokod  Riv«:  (chimney  Roclt  Segment) 
Whits  River 


I am  interested  in  participating*  Pleass  3caop  me  an  ths  mailing  list* 

— — £ not  interiietBd  in  any  furthsr  uif ormaticn.  Plsaee  rsmovs  ay  nane 

from  tha  Mailing  list. 

“ ^ ^ would  like  to  ahara  my  id«aa  and  auggsetiona  on  this  form. 

.aaee  feel  free  to  aend  ua  additional  commants* 


Comnents ; 

. La.  /I  U. 


UA. 


Jtiii  L/iUre^  ^ ^ 


1 


JiAm. 


Pleasa  fold  and  sitbar  staplo  ar  tape  thia  form  amd  dron  it  in  tho  mail  * No 
postage  ie  necessary* 
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□cTober  3,  1991 


Tos  Meiners 

Frons  Rgn  Halverson,  Di=t_  Botajiical  Sp^Ct 

Subject;  John  Day  Biv=r  Cnaliiatim)  and  bataniea.1  values 


In  an^Hftr  tG  Mark  Egijer's  wild  and  acaaic  river  ccinmeiit,  th* 
mainatani  *f  the  John  Day  x^iTrer  does  pnaeas  numerous  endciaiq:  plants, 
idelav  q£  which  wer0p  at  one  tiine  or  another,  of  scmu-  impartant 
status,  Araoni?  these  plants  arc  Cast i 1 Ie~|.^  xanthntriaha  (yellow- 
hairy  Indian  paintbrush},  Asxracalaua  diaph^nus  var-  dl aphanus 
(transparent  mi Ikvetchl  , is  nevi I (Hovius'  ohaenactis), 

Pgdloeaetun  stcnosoni i var,  robust ior-  (barrel  cactus}.  HvmanQparaoiAs 
1 i tal  lus  var.  f i 1 if  ol  ius  t Columbia  cut  leaf)  and  leal  as 

g]i[VDtaceraa  (pallid  vtilkNeed}.  The  ye i low-hairy  Indian  paintbrush 
was  npce  a federal  candidate  for  listin^f  as  T/E  but  now  does  not 
appear  on  any  list  I know  of  and  is  not  considered  a special  status 
plant.  Not  only  is  it  found  near  Clarno^  hut  also  in  much  of  tha 
Muddy  Creek,  Currant  Greek,  Cherry  Creek  and  Bridge  Creek 
drainages,  extending  from  at  least  the  North  Foie  Ridge  area  ta 
Mitchell  and  south  and  east.  Neviun'  chaenactis  and  the 
transparent  mi  ikTetch  were  both  federal  candidates  but  now  are  at 
the  ^Watoh”  level,  the  lowest  level  a plant  can  have  and  still  be 
recorded  in  the  field  when  observations  are  made.  The  pallid 
fnilkweed  and  the  barrel  cactus  are  also  at  the  "Watch"  level  and 
never  were  federal  candidates.  The  Colunhia  cut  leaf  has  an 

the  ’’Watch"  list  hut  haa  no  status  at  this  time, 

I know  of  no  plants  within  the  corridor  of  the  John  Day  Wild  and 
Scenic  River  which  would  cause  the  botanical  values  to  be 
"outstandingly  rsnraz-kaisle^ , There  are  significant  values,  however, 
by  the  preserve  nf  the  above  endemic  species  hut  these  encemio 
species  occur  elsawhere  in  similar  soils,  such  as  In  the  Sridga 
Greek/3utton  Mtn,  and  Spring  Basin  areas- 

Th=r=  are  areas  of  "prist inn”  htinchcraas  communities  on  the  steep 
side  hills  of  the  WAS  River  corridor , but  these  also  occur 
elsewhere,  and  sc  while  "signif leant" , I would  have  a bard  time 
applying  th=  term  out  standingly  retnarkabla"  to  thePr 

The  sourcs  of  this  inf armat tan  is  from  both  records  in-house  and 
the  Oregon  Natural  Heritage  Data  Base,  Mark  Egger's  cemmenta  would 
perhaps  have  been  appropriate  five  years  ago.  but  the  status  and 
importance  of  plants  is  continonlly  changing  ba^ed  on  new 
information. 
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N'OVmabBE'  25,  1991 


Kftnn& 

Deachutiea  Az^a.  Hana^ar 
Bureau  of  Land  Honaq^niaiit: 
P,0  Box  550 

Prinuville,  Oregon  97754 


Dear  Kr.  Kenna; 

Tnank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  the  Lowar  John  Day 

Wild  and  Soenic  River  Rea  our  ce  Assescment-f  He  support  the 
♦•gutotandingiy  reHsrXable"  deeignation  of  the  scenic ^ recreation, 
fishery,  and  wildlife  rosovrce^t-  However,  we  would  lUw  "to 
comment  on  several  area^^  of  concern  to  the  Wildemese  Boolety. 

In  light  of  the  crurtont  urgency  of  the  salmnn-lssue,  one  of  our 
greatest  concerns  is  the  section  outlining  «i*  fishery  resources. 
The  John  Day  Klver  Basin  is  one  of  the  la^t  wild  anadromcus  fish 
runs  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  He  must  do  everything  possihle  to 
protect  and  enhance  this  dia appearing  rBS0UfC04  Although  tho 
author  has  done  a fine  joh  outlining  the  rwgronhl  ilnportanCe 
ttiG  ujLvgit  Gild  i.ts  d^sO^^d-^t&d  ]rJ.pGiri-3Ji  ^ AZId 

^^Hdlife,  the  rest  of  this  section  is  plagued  with  deficiencies » 
The  draft  should  include;  current  fishery  population^  figure* r 
th«  axtent  nf  tneir  hahitats*  degradation.  a«d  the  Impact  that 
specific  "culturaJ.**  activities  have  had  on  the  fisheries.  Zor 
*xnmple,  how  have  grazing,  sgrioulturOi  road-building,  and 
fishing  activities  affected  water  quality,  fish  populations,  and 
riparian  habitats?  To  what  extent  can  certain  conditions  be 
attributed  to  nanageinent  activiti»s  nut  side  the  proposed  scenic 
wildlifo  arofl?  Management  altomativa*  drafted  without  this 
infomatlon  could  seriously  impair  the  future  health  of  these 
significant  fisheries. 

Gcnaiderinq  the  iraportance  of  this  particular  fishery,  we  are 
surorised  that  the  recreational  values  section  done  not  assess 
how  fishing  act Iviti as  have  affactad  the  fish  population*  For 
example,  what  percentage  of  tho  population  is  caught  each  year? 
the  population  stressed?  In  addition^  this  section  should 
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assess  the  iinpacTt  hunting  and  coMping  have  had  on  th«  ri-pai^iah 
zon^s^  In  the  future  it  might  be  neoci:aary  to  develop  pe3ma.n*nt 
opmpaitts  that  wQLild  ccncentrate  viasitara  away  ttom  theae 
ecologically  vital  zones r Thesa  sites  would  present  interpretive 
and  visitor  manageiient  opporturiitiea- 

Regarding  the  scenic  resources,  we  fear  that  the  vague  language 
and  description  of  ^'cultural  modifications"  may  confuse  the 
extent  to  which  these  "tnoilifications"  have  undermined  th*  area's 
scenic  potential.  In  particular,  the  la:^t  sentence  on  page  six 
{"'These  sights  axe  either  temporary...")  does  not  agree  with  the 
spirit  of  the  last  sentence  of  the  previcua  paragraph  ("In  a 
198  3/84  survey,..").  The  river  users  froa  this  survey  would 
probably  find  their  visits  much  more  enjoyable  without  these 
"tempcrairy  or  not  significant  enough"  sights.  In  addition,  it 
would  be  helpful  to  make  a clearer  distinction  between  "rural" 
and  "wild"  areas  Oh  the  river.  How  many  miles  of  river  scene:^ 
ara  blemished  by  "cultural  modifications?"  Whst  sections  (using 
as  done  in  the  assessment  of  tniltural  values) , if  any,  are 
actually  pristine? 

The  assesament  of  wildlife  values  is  one  tho  draft's  strongest 
sections.  We  applaud  the  emphasis  on  the.  degraded  condition  cf 
the  riparian  zones.  Healthy  riparian  habitats  are  essential  to 
the  continued  health  of  the  area's  wildlife.  The  management  plan 
must  call  for  an  improvement  of  these  conditions,  Therefora,  a 
complete  inventory  Of  the  degraded  zones  is  essential  so  past 
management  mistakes  can  be  corrected ^ In  addition r tha  draft 
would  bfe  Improved  by  including  the  current  status  cf  the 
reintroduced  bighorn  and  by  defining  the  impacts  of  "non- 
utilitarian  racraational  pursuits*"  We  also  agtt*  with  the 
preliminary  finding  that  the  bat  population  data  ia  inadequate. 

The  botanical  section  is  not  nearly  as  complete  as  it  should  be. 
Although  the  draft  indicates  that  the  area  contains  sixteen 
"special  status  specie^,"  including  three  potentially  endangered 
or  threatened  planter  only  one  species  named.  Considering  the 
degraded  conditions  of  the  riparian  zon^a,  the  planners  must  know 
what  la  thare,  or  rather,  what  is  left^  A completo  inventory  is 
absolutely  necessary.  The  presence  of  thrsa  potentially 
endangered  or  threatened  plants  cartaijily  qualifier  these 
hotanical  values  as  outstandingly  reiaarlcable, " W*  hope  that  an 
interest  in  continuing  current  grazing  practices  did  not 
prejudice  your  assessment  of  botanical  resources.  The  evasive 
language  in  the  botanical  aection  suggitsts  a fear  that  a 
"outstandingly  remarkable"  designation  would  force  drastic 
changes  in  range  management. 

In  general,  thi*  draft  taases  the  public  with  obscure  suggestions 
that  past  and  current  grazing  management  plans  have  damaged  the 
area.  The  impacts  of  these  practices  should  ?ie  Jtnown  to  assure 
they  arc  not  continued  or  rsp sated.  We  suggest  suspending 
grazing  activities  at  least  until  the  corridor  has  recovered  from 
years  of,  what  has  obviously  been,  extremely  destructive  grazing. 
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The  planners  imst:  not  grivR  in  to  to  acooumoi^ate  short- 
term grazing  demands  that  our  rent  ly  the  area's  riparian 

zones T This  assessment  planning  process  is  designed  to 
develop  a plan  ‘'which  protects  and  enhances,,  , + river-rdated 
values,”  w*  urge  you  to  examine  the  "signif itent”  designatlaji  nf 
botanical  values  and  seriously  question  current  grazing 
management . 

Again,  thanh  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  Resource 
Assessopnt  draft.  In  general  the  dra£t  is  an  admirable  first 
step  towards  a final  resource  assessment  and  the  proteotion  and 
enhancemant  of  this  river's  "outstandingly  rematkthle''  values, 
hut  it  does  need  some  revision,  We  hope  our  comments  will 
facilitate  this  process.  We  looi^  forward  to  working  with  you  in 
the  management  plan  development  process. 


Robert  M.  Freimark 
Assistant  Director 


Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Volunteer 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 


BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANIAGEMENT 
Prinftfnie  DiaLiIi-ll  Oflic  e 
P.O.  Bax  550  (Las  E.  4th.  Street) 
PrtflCTilleT  Onsgan  9T7B4 

■JW  1 0 1992 


m PVLT  nTatTi. 

6q71 


Errcl  Ctalft 
Johrt  Day  District 

Qrtfcrt  OagArtnenr  of  rl3M  and  WITcilifa 

P,  0,  Sc/  9 

John  Oay,  0^1  §7a45 

Dear  Errcii 

I have  redjlvqc  jxany  qomments  on  ths  Rescurca  Asseasnent  if  t^4  John  Day 

$onia  af  the  csTjaents  ntcuirg  additional  fish  t/partioa  that  you  have. 
Vtocjld  you  help  bis  ans'^ar  the  fol lowing  queatians: 

1*  Why  are  chirwoi^  absent  from  tha  South  Fork  Satin? 

a,  What  Is  the  hatshtry  supplvnantation  pa T icy  for  th^  John  Cay  Rivar? 

What  current  suppTemerttatlon  flctiofis  are  going  an? 

3.  What  are  the  inttraetloh^  between  hatchery  fl5h  and  wild  stock  in  the 
John  Day  Riv»rj  tn  t^rins  of  ccnpetltlon,  productivity  and  disease? 

4,  PHasa  assess  the  imqaot  af  thft  present  sport  catch  of  fUh  on  ridtdnq, 
steel  head  and  chinocka 

3.  What  riparian  reiteratiCn  efforts  ar«  being  made  cn  state  owned  land  :n 
the  John  Cay  Basin? 

£rral,  thanks  again  far  your  h*lp.  would  you  be  aht*  to  respond  by  February 
IS,  1992?  Let  i»a  know. 


sinc*r^ly, 


David  X,  Young 
District  Fishery  fiialogist 
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jAAuary  10»  13^2 


HEMORANDUM 

Tfli  SuZiin  Ree.  Pi  firmer 

Fi*iMi:  Lyle  Andrews,  Range  Con. 

SubJ^ict:  Cc^rumtrtts  on  John  Day  River  ResoyrC*  Aasessjueni:  and  Wilderness 

Letter  (see  attachments) 

Attached  are  my  only  coninont*  on  the  JOR  Resource  As^eifiment.  Because  of  ttie 
5 tope  of  assessment  I did  not  we  a h1$|  need  to  expand  op  references  to 
livestock  grazing  and  managwnent  cr  lack  there  of.  It  prooably  suffice  to  say 
that  certain  resource  values  «n  ba  enhanced  hy  Improved  range  management. 

Concerning  the  Wilderness  Society's  Tetter  datfd  .11/25/91,  which  contains 
comments  an  the  draft  JDR  Rtaource  Assessment,  I would  simply  say  that  it  It 
not  the  Intent  of  a resource  a$4**4mant  to  analyze  why  'and  how  certain 
re^^ources  may  have  gotten  In  A degraded  condition^  hut  only  that  they  find 

that  they  may  be  improved.  ATsOf  the  river  management  plan  will  detail 
exact  1y  how  these  degraded  resources  will  tie  improved. 
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PRaiMiKARY  FINDING 


••f  — ri  »rpPT.T‘ 

iml  ^ • .TV  -1 


ay.A_, 


As  found  by  Con^r^s?^,  th«  scenic  reSOUftfr  of  the  John  Day  fllver  Is  determinid 
to  be  an  outstandingly  ramarkable  value/ The  rural  and  wild  settings  and 
unique  features  along  the  river,  attract  visitors  or  a regional  and 
occasionally  national  and  international  basis.  The  opportunity  exists  to 
enhance  th<  scenic  values  along  sons  sagnents  of  the  river  by  adopting  range 


majiageniBTlt  techniques  designed  ^ 

and  tp  Feduce  iiUAiuas  we*d  cempetT^orT 


the  riparian  zone  and 
wi th"LiuMLhgi'ns¥^  ajid 


river  banKS>s>*TC 


R2CREAT1QHAL  VALUES 

f.rlterfa  _fpr  Out^anj 


Recreational  opportunities  are,  or  have  the  potential  to  be»  unique  enough  to 

attract  visitors  from  outside  of  the  geographic  region.  Visitors  would  he 

* — 


I h . I.  - — . 


_ ^ B 


willing  to  i 
purposes.  Rl 


Interpretivi  ^ ^ 

pot=ntt»l  tt 

T?^e  river  mi 
or  regional 

DISCUSSION  t 

constderabli 
Hunting,  ft: 

<racreationi 
photography 
visitors  as 

there  is  little  or  no  recreational  re  1 area  gewe lopmtjnt  *jcjng 
for  two  pit  tailats  at  Clarno  and  Cottonwood  highway  bridges 


ional 


VilC  I I r7 


ivar. 


s time^ 
e!<cept 


The  geological  fonnatioos  of  the  basin  of far  opportunities  for  scenic  viewing 
and  fossil  hunting.  Tha  John  Day  Fossil  Beds  National  Monument t and  other 
areas  In  tha  vicinltyr  contain  outstanding  fossils  of  intematlcial 
significance.  These  fossils  are  protected  under  the  Antiquities  Act  therefore 
collection  is  not  permitted T 


Hunting  seasons  run  from  September  through  mid-January  for  waterfowl/uplanrf 
biros  artd  frora  October  through  Novenner  for  the  various  dear  seasons, 
accounting  for  an  approximate  total  of  ISjOCO  visiter  use  days.  Superior  basS 
and  steel held  fishing  attract  anglers  to  total  approximately  10,000  visitor 
use  days  annually* 
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Innediatsly  adjacEnt  to  the  river,  the  riparian  zon*  offer?  Ijsh,  green 
vegetation  Imnortant  to  wildlife  and  natural  hydrOlogU  prcce55e?_  Although 
past  USE  has  not  been  X.lRd  to  this  l:npQrt3.nt  veqetat1cri»  Unproved  grazing 
fnanagefnen"  promises  a ilow,  but  5t“idy  recovery.  In  contrast  to  the  ccd. 
Inviting  riparian  areas,  the  adjacent  canyon  slopes  offar  llttU  hope  of 
roHef  to  the  traveler.  Thfse  dry,  st««p>  rochy  hilTsidss,  pfOtectad  from 
unregulated  grazing  and  agriculture  hy  thilr  tocography  and  Inaccass  1 h 111 ty, 
contain  the  remnants  of  a onc®-groat  grassland.  Dominated  by  vast  acreage  of 
bluebunch  wheatgrass  (AqroPV^ori  siotratuffl).  these  slopes  appear  much  as  they 
did  hundreds  of  y«ar?  ago. 

Volcanic  clay?  of  varying  hues  and  textures  Paar  testiioony  to  the  fiery  birth 
of  much  Of  thd  landscape  along  the  river.  Her*,  In  these  clay  SOiTs,  %r* 
several  sued  as  of  plants  endemic  (of  limitad  range,  only  found  hara)  to  this 
part  of  Oragoh,  Early  spring  raoisture  often  causes  these  others  Is*  barren  clay 
slopes  to  AblaZi  1n  a carpet  of  yellow  wlldf lowers.  Art  assortment  of  unique 
plants  on  tha  rccK,y  ridges  tempt  one  to  hIKe  to  the  top.  All  in  all,  \S  plants 
of  some  dagrae  of  importance  a '’special  status  species"  are  known  or  suspected 
In  the  river  corridor,  Including  three  candidates  for  listing  as  andangered  or 
threatened . 


The  designated  4r*a  contains  vegetation  reprasantati ve  of  a potintlal  natural 
CODinunity  (PNGJ  OluiPunch  wheatgrass  ecosyStam-  (PNC  Is  the  raUt1v*ly  stable, 
final  stage  In  the  suocusslon  of  vegetation  typ*S>  generally  equitad  with 
pristine).  There  are  opportunities  to  study  natlva  range  sites  which  COUld  be 
useful  for  vegetative  comparison  and  COUld  he  malntalnid  as  pristine  plant 
rasarvfs-  This  could  be  benaflclal  for  ^ture  genatic  ixparlnents. 

PRELIMINARY  flNDING 


The  John  day  wild  and  Scenic  Rlvar  corridor  contains  a rtlatlvely  pristirra 
bluefaunch  whtatgrass  plant  cotminity  coupled  with  tha  prastnce  or  potential 
presence  Of  16  special  status  plant  SpaCltS-  In  addition,  the  unique  contrast 
between  riparian  and  high-desert  upland  vegetation  provides  important  wildllf* 
habitat  and  aesthetic  values  to  the  area.  Thar*  U opportunity  to  Improve  tfta 
qualities  of  the  John  Day  River '^vegetative  cospunitv^rough  rang* 
management.  Scientific  study  and  interpretive  ooportuiflrles  also  exist  In 
area.  Therefore,  these  botanical  and  ecological  valUiS/ are  found  to  b*  of 
significant  value, 

PRE-HI5tQRIC,  OJLTURAL  VALUES  ^ 


the 


Same  of  th*  John  Day  Rlvar  COrrIdcr  hat  been  survayad  for  cultural  raSCUrces, 
Nearly  “ ' ' “ fi  full 

a few 

lc 

*r  the  last 
National 

Registe-  zing  the 

value  <y  of  tha?* 

sitts  ti 
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I,  INTTOOUCTION 

Trt  195B,  Con^i^s  eriEictBqi  the  Mafional  wild  and  Scenic  Rivera  Act  anti,  for  the  first  time, 
established  n tyatein  for  prtsan/ing  oiitstandir^j  Tree-flowing  rivers.  The  South  Fork  tnn 
vichn  Day  River  was  added  to  tMs  system  in  when  it  was  designated  as  a Federal  Wild 
and  Scenic  River  by  the  onfiibija  Oregon  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act  of  19aa.  Aa  dsfinad  by 
the  Act,  a National  Wild  and  Scenic  River  must  ba  free-f lowing  and  hav#  at  least  one 
outstandingly  remarkable  value-  The  "Outstandingly  Remarkable  Values"  of  the  South  Fork  of 
the  John  Day  River  idantified  by  congreas  In  the  Ccnoressional  Record  include;  scenery  and 
recr«ational  opportunities.  Fisheries,  wildlife,  paleontological,  and  cultural  values  were 
other  significant  attributes  identified  in  the  legislature  though  not  classified  as 
‘■^tstandlngly  Remarkable  Values". 

The  river  section  from  the  Izse-Paullna  Road  crossing  to  the  north  boundary  of  Murderer’s 
Creek  Wildlife  Area  v#as  included  in  the  Oregon  Scenic  Waterways  Act  established  by  the 
additional  water  Initiative  in  l9&a.  The  Oregon  State  Scenic  Waterways  System  includes 
free-flowing  waterways  considered  to  possess  one  or  mora  “outstanding  scenic,  fish, 
wildlife,  geolcglcal,  botanic^  historic,  arcHaec 1 ogi c , and  outdoor  recreation  values  of 
present  and  future  benefit  to  the  public"  (ORS  aao*aoS).  For  each  scenic  waterway,  Oregon 
Stax*  Parks  and  Recreation  oonai derad  “special  attrihutw"  and  are,  therefore,  subject  to 
rulaa  ami  recofifnaridations  for  protaotion  or  snhancaiient  of  these  attributes.  Tq  date, 
sp«oia1  attributes  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Jotm  Day  River  have  not  been  Identified. 

Under  the  Wild  and  Soanic  Rivers  Act,  the  Blm  is  repuired  to  prepara  a comprehensive  rive 
plan  to  provida  for  the  prctaction  of  the  river  values.  This  plan,  of  which  the  resource 
assessment  is  the  start,  will  y*e  ths  Limits  of  Acceptable  Change  (LAC)  planning  process 
while  at  the  same  time  coriDly  with  the  National  £nvi ronfnental  Policy  Act  (islEPA)  planning 
regulations.  The  planning  stspt  include  identification  of  issues^  concerns  and 
opportunities  associatad  with  activities  along  the  John  Day  River  which’  will  than  be 
translated  to  (nanagement  objsctivoa  and  maasurement  criteria  for  meeting  tha  objectives. 
From  this,  a range  of  managefnent  alternatives  ars  developed,  evaluated,  and  the  preferred 
fllternative  chosen.  The  preferred  alternative  beocmies  the  more  detailed  river  dianagofnent 
plan  and  includes  provisions  to  monitor  the  effectiveness  of  managsment  in  meeting  the 
objectives  of  the  plen.  Through  each  phase  of  the  planning  process,  public  involvement 
will  be  invited,  and  win  be  essential  for  the  success  of  a sound  management  plan.  (See 
Appendix  6 for  the  public  involvement  plan.) 
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I.  RESOLnCE  ASSeSSHGvfT  PROCESS  OVWIEW 

1 

j 

To  tecom©  a carm^oneriT  of  iii©  Haticnal  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Systejn>  a river  ^husT  be  j 

” Free-* flowing ■'  in  that  it  can  not  liave  any  rnajor  Impoundments  or  diversiana  along  its 

courae.  The  river  must  also  possess  one  cr  more  "outstandingly  remarl<able  scenic,  l| 

recreational,  geo^o^5^c,  Tlsn  and  wildlife,  historic,  cultural  or  other  similar  value'.  The]] 
puroose  of  this  Litcu/nent  la  to  determine  and  define  what  tho=*  "cutstandlri^gly  remarkable"  :i 
viiluea  are  and  hgw  they  relate  to  the  river.  i 

in  designating  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  as  Wild  and  Scanic,  Con.qresa  mandat&d  !i 
the  oreparation  of  a management  plan  for  the  river.  The  importance  of  a thorough  resource  i 
assessment  (RA)  cannot  he  overstated,  fhe  RA  aervee  as  tha  founaatioo  of  the  river 
management  plaiirting  process.  It  determines  v/hich  ri ver-rel ated  features  or  attributas  are 
truly  outstandingly  remarkacla  and  which  values  contribute  substantially  to  the  river 
setting  and  the  functioning  of  its  ecosyiieai*  This  asaessment  will  ^Ide  interim 
manageiTient,  provide  the  basis  for  developing  a joint  federal  and  state  nver  management 
plan  and  assist  ln  the  determination  of  Federal  wild  and  Scenic  River  boundariws. 

The  RA  process  la  used  to  detera*ne  the  degree  of  signl flcEince  cf  Mver-relaffid  values- 
The  decisions  are  based  cn  available  data  and  informed  professional  judgement.  The  RA 
process  wo*  developed  by  government  agencies  with  input  from  knowledgeable  organizations 
and  Individuals.  The  process  provides  a degree  of  standardization  and  consistency  on  Wild 
and  Scenic  Rivar  planning  threughout  the  northwest.  It  ia  an  objective  process 
acoodipl ished  through  the  use  of  an  Interdisciplinary  team  ktxwledgeable  of  the  Mat  1 oral 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  program,  the  particular  resource  values  to  be  oonsidered  and  the 

iver  or  ama  to  be  studied.  Information  from  other  experts  is  obtained  though 
consul  tat  ion,  document  rtview  and/or  direct  involvement  os  neaded.  An  analysis  is 
conduct ed  to  comparn  resource  valuns  with  other  rivers  within  a oarticular  physiographic 
or  demograpnic  region.  As  a basia  for  comparison,  geographic  regions  dafineo  in  Oregon’.? 
Statewide  Ccmorehenalve  CXitdoor  Recreation  Plan  (SCCRP)  are  partially  used  (se®  map  on 
da!?e  fi). 

The  South  Rork  of  the  John  Day  Wild  anc  Scenic  River  i=  located  in  SCCRP  Region  41Z, 
incoi*  Donating  iiorn^w,  Umatilla,  Union,  Wallowa,  Grant,  and  Baker  Count  lea.  The  rti?ion  is 
flanked  by  the  Snake  R1  var  on  the  east  with  the  Columbia  River  and  Cregon-Wasm’ngton 
bordor  forming  its  northern  boundary.  This  region  also  contains  dasignatod  portiona  of  the 
Worth  Fork  of  th«  John  Day,  North  Powder,  Powder,  Malheur,  Mlnam,  Lostine,  Eagla  Creek, 
Grande  Bonde,  wenaha.  Snake,  Imnana,  and  Josieph  Creek  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers.  CRor 
additional  dissuasion  of  the  reacurce  assessment  proceaa,  see  Appandix  □)*  Essentially, 
the  resource  assessment  protesa  should  answer  the  qyeatlons  "What  is  aoacial  about  th* 

South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River  and  what  additional  information  is  reeded 
to  develop  a management  plan  Tor  the  rivor  and  properly  manage  and  protect  thnsa  valyaa?" 

The  following  steps  or  verification  techniques  were  used  to  evaluate  the  contribution  of 
vanous  resource  values  F*  the  South  Farx  of  the  John  Day  River; 
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The  use  cif  an  tnterdiicip) inary  teejn  approach; 

Ccnsi deration  of  uniaoeness  and  rarity  at  a ragidnal  and  national  level; 

Qonsi deration  of  vaiuefi  identifietl  m previous  studies  and  reports  (see  Acoandlx  A); 

Values  must  tie  river  related  in  that  they  owe  their  existence  or  contribute  to  the 
functioning  oT  tha  river  system  and  its  ifruftedlate  environs; 

TTifl  use  Of  standardized  criteria  against  which  river  values  were  measured  to 
determine  out  standingly  reoiarkaOle  value; 

Verification  by  other  experts  in  the  subject  area; 

Public  verification  of  preliminary  findings  of  outstandingly  remarkable  value. 


Thia  raaouroe  assessment  will  avalunte  the  following  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River 
resources: 

+ Scenic 

+ Recreational 

+ Fish  and  wildlife 

+ Hi  s to  r i c/Cu  1 1 «r  el 

^ 0c  tarn  c/Ecolog  leal 

4 Qeolcgic/Paleontologic 

4 Pre-histcric/Troditlonal  (J$e 

4 And  other  similar  valuee 
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Value  CQirpar-iggn  Char t 


Va1  Ue 

Congrefiaional 

Thie  Assessment 

Scenic 

0 

0 

Recreaticrial 

0 

0 

Fishery 

- 

Q 

Wild!  iTfi 

s 

0 

G^lcglc 

- 

S 

Paleontoloqic 

- 

0 

Botanical 

- 

0 

FreHiatoric/Traaltional  Lf« 

- 

(s?> 

^tfinc/CiJltural 

— 

(57) 

0 = Outstivrid’^rigly  Remarkable 
5 " Sigrri ficajit 

? =*  Need  ^^are  Information  To  Deterni'ina 
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3 tat®  Cojapraliaiia i"?®  Outdoor  Rac^Eatiou  Plan 
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©[^i<S®lNl  a©lMD<S  W^Ti^WAYS  ^Wi5) 


FEDERALiy  DESIGMATED  WILD  AND  SCENIC  RIVERS  IN  OREGON 
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iin.  RIVEH  DESCRIFTION 

TtiQ  Sciuth  Fork  of  tfie  John  Day  RWer  is  situated  prirrjan’ly  in  a area  in 

rrorthEfiatern  Oregon*  Flowing  northwa/d  froni  the  O^hotis  and  Aldrich  Mountaina^  the  entire 
Sooth  Fork  drains  an  area  of  aoproxlmately  S07  square  nines  and  enters  the  mainsiem  John 
Day  at  DavvlUei  the  only  incarooratad  city  in  the  sudbasln*  Sobdasin  elavaticn  ranges  , 

between  about  2,300  feet  to  7,400  feet  above  seii  level*  Most  of  the  subhaain  is  looated  in  | 
Grant  County* 

I 

The  Act  designated  the  47  mile  segment  from  the  Malheur  National  Rarest  boundary  to  Smoke y j 
Creek  as  a recreational  river.  The  entire  Wild  and  Scenic  portion  uf  the  South  Fork  is 
adrainiatered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  through  interagency  cooperation  with  othar  | 
federal,  state,  and  local  gcjvernment  agencies.  Boundaries  and  acreages  Identified  in  this  i 
reoort  are  subject  to  revision  baaed  on  further  analysis  of  existing  and  new  information  I 
in  the  preparation  of  sipecific  river  (nanagtjmant  plans. 

Land  OwnreraKip  Within  the  5outh  Fork  Of  the  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  Pivnr  Pre;  inti  nary 


Soundarins: 

Approximate 
Mile*  of 
River  Frohtage 

Approximate 

Acreage 

BLM 

30 

8,720 

State 

a 

1 ,310 

Private 

56 

4,310 

Qchoco  MF 

1 

16Q 

Total 

47  X 2 = 

15,OOD 

The  29  mile  se^nt  between  the  Pcst-Pavlina  Roan  crossing  to  the  north  bouncary  of 
Muroerer^s  Creek  wildlifo  Area  was  designaxod  a scahic  waterway  by  the  State  of  Qreflon  in 
195S.  state  Scenic  Waterway  boundaries  are  located  one  quarter  mile  from  the  mean  high 
water  line  on  both  ?idea  of  the  river.  The  eritlre  length  of  the  State  Scenic  Waterway  lies 
within  the  federal  Wild  and  Scenic  River  stretch,  thougfi  in  some  cases  the  State's  quarter 
mile  boundary  on  both  sides  of  the  river  may  exceed  the  proposed  federal  houndary* 

Portions  of  Aldrich  Mountain  wilderness  Study  Area  (WSAl  are  included  within  the  proDosec 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivar  boutf^daries  for  a total  of  approjcim^itely  2*5  miles.  This  WSA 
additionally  borders  aporoximately  1 mile  of  the  preliminary  Wild  and  Scenic  boundary.  The 
Wild  and  Scenic  preliminary  boundaries  also  overlap  aoprnxiiiiately  150  acres  for  a total  of 
approximately  ore  and  a half  river  ml  lea  of  the  Black  Canyon  Wilderness  managed  by  the 
USFS.  A 50  mile  National  Back  Country  Byway  follows  the  South  Fork  from  CJAyville  to  the 
border  nf  the  Malheur  National  Foreat*  Within  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  area  therci 
are  approki mutely  20  acres  of  commercial  forestland  classified  as  Fragile  Restricted  anc 
approximately  100  acres  classified  aa  withdrawn. 
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A prwgs^d  addition  to  the  StatP  Rtcraaitor  Trails  System  would  pass  through  tho 
dwignnt^d  portion  oo  an  eaet-Yj^at  route  near  the  Murderer’s  Cr-eek  drainage.  Murderer's 
Crefk  Wild  Morse  l-l*rd  Management  Area*  administered  jointly  by  the  United  States  Forest 
Servita  (USF5)  and  the  BLM,  is  adjacent  to  a portion  of  the  river  and  conaiati  oT  143,000 
acres.  In  addition,  th*  26,OO0-nore  Murderer's  Creek  Wildlife  Management  Area  neignPors  a 
portiwi  of  the  river  and  la  a cooperative  federal,  state  and  private  effort  rnonaged  by  the 
Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife. 

the  South  Fork  near  D^ayvllla  was  gagec  Intermi ttently  for  lO  years  between  1^10  and  1330- 
A gaugB  was  reinstall*d  Just  above  Dayville  in  October  of  l$S7  and  is  cajrr*ntly  ln 
service.  Average  annual  oischarge  at  the  mouth  is  an  estimated  100, 000  acre-feet , 

SubPa$ih  discharge  i*  greatest  during  the  wint*r  months,  tha  peak  flow  generally  occurring 
in  late  April,  Flows  bottom  cut  in  September,  the  low  flow  period  occurring  from  July 
through  October  when  deniands  for  Irrigation  u*e,  fisheries  malntenanoe,  and  water  quality 
are  greateat. 

The  majer  landcover  type  is  rangeland  with  acme  coniferous  forest  edging  along  the  river. 
The  Tew  agricultural  areas  near  the  designjited  river  occur  around  Dayville  ana  Izee,  There 
is  presently  non  recreational  development  cn  the  daaignated  portion  of  the  river.  A noatly 
gravel  or  dirt  road  follow®  th*  river^s  entire  length;  ranging  from  SO  f«et  to  a quarter 
mile  fron  the  river edge. 

On  an  annual  basis,  the  subbasin  exnibits  satisfactory  chenical , physical,  and  biological 
quality.  Problems  such  as  sadiment  loading  during  high  flew  and  high  water  temperatures 
during  low  flow  periods  ars  due  to  timber  removal,  road  constructing  practices,  dredge  i 
fill  activities,  and  notural  conditions  (OOWR  l9eC>. 
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lV.  Description  and  evaluation  of  fesojrce  values 

SCENIC  VA14JES 

critaHa  Tor  Otitstandinaly  Rciria.rKab  1^ 

-me  landicfiua  elanents  of  Iflndf&rin,  vogetatiott,  watsr,  color, 
in  notable  or  exemplary  viau^^l  features  and/or  attractions  within 

When  analyzing  scamc  values,  additional  faotors  ai^h  as  . ,rttrLi5ions 

vagetatiort,  scale  of  cultural  ft»d1  fi cations,  and  the  length  ht^hw  riivarae  over 

are  view=d  may  he  oonsidereci.  Scenery  and  visual  attract! on^  may  tie  hi g y 

the  majority  of  the  river  ih  the  geograpnio  regionr 
DISCUSSION  OF  SCENIC  VALUES 

The  south  Fork  of  the  John  Day  fliver  contains  striking  anti  a„j, 

wide  variety  of  vegetation,  color,  and  interesting  lantiTorma.  Scat  « rtov-tva 
an  occasional  Owglas  or  white  fir  intanalx  with  jurneer,  .... 

bunchgrasses  creating  a distinct  vegetative  pattern  cn  the  ®P®"  ' 

a flourishing  asiortment  of  streanaitie  vegetation,  the  nvsr  s o^e  "i^as  a PiolureMue 
centerpisce  to  th*  rugged  canyon  scene.  In  the  u(>per  reaches  of  the  river,  relat  y 
agricultural  land  forfjis  a more  pastoral  setting'*. 

Exposures  of  colLmnar  jolntlng^and  fq^der 

® riv*r,  pa 

]livar  Creeks  and  in  the  gorge  near  Black  Canyon  Greek. 


Th»  canyon  is  geolo<|icany  acenic  as  welt,  — --  ---- — --  - 

dikes  are  very  iwpresalve  at  placea  along  the  river,  particularly  between  Smokey  and 


The  river  itself  la  petite  yet  turoulert  with  nitnerous  small  raplda  intorrupted  by 
occasional  deep  holes  and  a SS  vertical  foot  drop  at  Uee  Fells.  A nwher  of  deep 
drainage*  and  trihutaries,  also  lush  with  rioarlan  vegetation,  intersect  the  river  as  i- 
flows  downatreani.  Largo  basalt  outcrop*  protrude  from  the  ravine  wall*. 

A gravel,  oounty  rood  follows  the  first  ten  mites  of  the  river  south  from  Dayvi lie.  From 
rhis  point  12  ml  lea  south  to  rzee  Falls,  the  road  1a  seasonally  mairtainod  hy  the  BLM  and 
can  often  b*  rough,  or  even  inpasalblo  during  the  winter.  The  remainder  o.  the  aesicnated 
portion  of  the  river  is  followed  by  a county  road,  12  mil**  of  which  are  paved. 

The  river  oorridor  i»  moatly  natural  in  character  d*ap1te  the  road.  Other  cultural 
nodi  float  tons  to  the  lanflaoaps  are  mostly  a product  of  ranching  and  recreation  and  include 
such  things  ae  9 small  ranch  houses,  barns,  fences,  spring  developments,  livestock, 
legation  tiumps,  teip^rary  fira-ring*  of  a primitive  nature,  and  a historic  mill.  These 
Sights  ere  In  keeping  with  the  river's  recreational  olasai float  ion  and  are  Insignificant 
enough  not  to  seriously  affect  the  scenic  values  of  the  designated  saction. 
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PPEUMIMARY  FU'^iThiG 

A*  assarted  by  Congress,  the  Soutn  Fork  of  ths  Jgnr\  Day  Riv^r  has  unique  anc  outatancnng 
scartic  value  and  this  value  is  tharefom  datsrroined  to  be  outstandingly  ranarkabla.  The 
e^oaptional  visual  features  of  basalt  outcrops,  steep  canyon  walls,  a waterfall,  and 
colorfully  diverse  ripanan,  grassland  and  wooded  vegetation  cicmolno  to  create  an 
attractive,  natural  setting  unique  among  rivers  in  the  geographic  region. 

peCREAnONAL  VAUUES 

Criteria  for  Qatatandingl v P«ffiarkablR  Hating 

Recreational  opportunities  are.  or  have  ttia  potential  to  be  unique  anough  to  attract 
visitors  from  outside  the  geographic  region,  visitors  would  be  willing  to  travel  long 
distances  to  use  the  river  resources  for  recreational  pwrposea-  Riv^r^relatad 
opportunities  could  Include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  sightseeing,  wildlife  obaervaticn, 
photograpny,  hiking,  fishing,  hunting,  end  boating. 

Interbretive  opportunities  may  be  exceptional  arxl  attract  or  have  the  potential  to  attract 
visitors  from  outside  the  geographic  region. 

The  river  may  provide  or  have  the  potential  to  provide  settings  for  national  or  regional 
usage  or  competitive  events. 

DISCUSS  ION  OF  PECREATIDNAL  VALUES 

The  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  offers  the  visitor  excellent  opportunities  for 
sightseeing,  camping,  fishing,  swimming,  picnicking,  and  hintingT  Other  forms  Of  dispersud 
recreation  such  as  photogranhy  and  wildlife  watching  can  also  b*  enjoyed  by  visitors.  At 
this  tine,  there  are  no  recreational  developments  along  the  river.  The  river's  rustic 
character  provides  the  visitor  with  a feeling  of  isolation  and  remoteness  daspite  its 
roaded  accessibility.  This  area  is  heavily  used  during  hunting  and  fisMng  seasons 
partially  due  to  this  rustic  and  accessible  nature. 

The  rugged  geologic  fonnations  of  the  canyon  offer  excellent  sightseeing  opportunities. 

The  John  Day  Fossil  Beds  Hatlonal  Monument,  and  other  araaa  in  the  vicinity,  certain 
outstanding  rosaHs  of  international  aignificarce.  Collection  of  these  fossils  cn  public 
lands  it  not  permitted,  having  protection  under  the  Antiquities  Act,  but  visitors  can 
still  enjoy  the  experience  of  hunting  for  and  viewing  these  gliinpses  of  the  past. 

There  are  estimated  to  be  approiximately  3,000  visitor  days^  annually  of  use 


’one  visitor  use  dey  eouals  cne  person  visiting  the  rwsr  for  a l2-naur 
oeriod. 
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-ir^nq  trout  atasoin  and  on  additional  ',5O0  vifiitor  caya  of  use  duHn«5  tfis  Hunting 

season,  Fighins;  ceaks  1n  June  with  another  substantial  iurge  during  cerly  fal  i. 
Afaproximately  5Q0  visitor  use  days  annually  have  bean  racoraed  during  the  hot  summer 
fiiontns  wnen  general  camping  ocCLira  with  the  associated  activities  of  hiking^  sightoeeing 
and  swimming.  There  is  no  ooouirtentad  recreational  boating  use  cn  the  South  Fork,  \iiild  and 
Scenic  designation  along  with  the  establishmont  of  the  National  Back  Country  Byway  will 
likely  increase  levels  of  visitor  use  by  an  additional  2-^59^  alxivn  the  existing  trend  of  a 
2-6*  increase  per  year. 

Surveys  conducted  by  the  BLN  uf  the  entire  John  Day  River  EJasin  during  the  heavy  river  use 
montns  (Aoril  to  June)  from  tsae  to  isse  found  that  75*  of  the  visitors  cEune  frctn  Oregcn, 
35*  of  that  figure  being  from  the  Central  and  Eastern  portions  of  the  stata  while  63* 
hailed  from  west  of  the  Caacades.  TTw  other  2*  wera  frora  southwestern  Oregon. 

Of  those  who  were  not  from  Oregon ^ ii»st  'were  found  to  be  fram  neighboring  states, 
Washington  being  th«  (ftost  frequently  mentioiedr  An  OCF4W  survey  of  anglars  during  Nov»niber 
through  March  of  19S7/as  revealed  a much  higher  percentage  of  visitor?  from  the  John  Day 
River  Basin  and  nnarby  region  with  only  3*  of  tbn  anglers  being  from  out  of  state. 
International  visitors  prctably  make  ud  at  leOpSf  bart  of  both  out  of  state  figures, 

PRELIMINARY  FINDING 

The  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  has  high  value  for  a myriad  of  diah*rsed  recreational 
opportunities  as  alluded  to  by  Congress  and  therefore  reerwat tonal  values  on  this  river 
can  be  coneidemd  outetarxiingly  remarkable.  Excellent  oppartunltiM  for  recreatT«n  on  the 
•■yjth  Fork  include  hunting,  fishing*  camping,  sightseeing,  wildlife  observation, 
rjhotography , end  hiking,  Th*  coiiOination  of  aocesBi bi  1 i ty  and  ruttic  character  provide  a 
recreational  setting  that  i*  hecaning  irora  and  more  uhco*nmon  in  today’s  world  and  hence 
has  potential  to  attract  visitors  fro«  outside  the  geographic  region. 

The  John  CJay  Fossil  Beds  National  Monument  provides  interpretive  services  in  the  region 
but  there  are  many  other  rich  interpretive  opportunities  yet  to  be  tapped  that  have 
potential  tc  attract  visitors  from  outiide  the  goograpnic  region  as  well.  This 
ThterprstivR  potential  ia  especially  evident  In  the  fact  that  a Wildlife  Mftnagefnent  Area, 
Wild  Horse  Hard  Management  Area,  wilderness  Study  Area*  wilderness*  .National  Backcountry 
Byway,  and  proposed  St  at*  Recreation  Trail  System  are  either  within  cr  neighbor  the  Wild 
and  Scenic  corridor  (se«  River  Description  section  of  this  report). 

FISHERY  VALUES 

Criteria  for  Cutstandlng) v Remarkable  Patino 

Fish  values  may  be  judi^ad  on  the  rniative  m&rTts  of  either  fish  populations  or  habitat*  or 
a combination  of  th*?e  river-related  conai tiers. 
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Populatiorts  The  river  is  natictfially  or  r^^ionally  important  producer  cf  reaiderM. 
and/or  anadromcus  fish  soecies.  of  particular  significance  is  the  presence  cf  i^lld 
stocks  artO/or  threatnned  ond  anoangered  species. 

Habitat  The  river  prtvides  exceptionally  high  quality  habitat  for  fish  species 
indiganPLis  to  the  region.  Of  particular  si^ificancs  is  habitat  for  wild  stocks 
and/or  federaHy  listed  or  candidate  threatened  and  endangered  spaoies. 

DISCUSSION  OF  FISHEJiY  VALUES 

Tho  John  Oay  River  Dasin  eontams  one  of  the  few  remaining  totally  wild  anadrciKwcis  fish 
rvirts  Without  hatchery  supplenentation  in  the  Pacific  f4?rthweat  with  current  ranges  of 
15,000  - 35,000  steel  head  and  2,000  - 5,000  Chinook  sfllfiwn  returning  to  th«  Baain  each 
yaar  to  (tSSO  figures).  Thm  sunnier  *t**1head  and  spring  Chinook  returning  to  the 

John  Day  and  tributarias  maks  up  the  largest  entirely  wild  run  in  the  mid-and-upper 
ColLBnPia  River  Basin,  waking  the  river  sy*t«n  of  regional  aignifi canoe.  Historically, 
Chinook  are  not  found  in  the  Soutn  Fork  of  the  John  Day  Hlver  duo  to  warm  water 
tenperaturas^  lack  of  pool  hanitat,  and  low  stream  flows,  old,  sketchy,  unconfirmed 
reports  suggest  that  seme  Chinook  may  have  been  in  the  South  Fork  Put  there  have  teen  no 
substantiated  reports.  (ODFW  1392). 

The  South  Fork  Subbasin  currently  produces  approxiiTiately  4X  - 7*  of  the  total  John  Day 
steel  head  populations  oe  well  as  a substantial  resident  trout  fishery  (19^  figurea). 
Annually,  between  March  and  June,  as  many  o$  1^000  - 2,000  adult  stealhead  spawners 
rli grata  into  the  South  Fork  drainage,  where  approximately  as  miles  of  spawning  and  rear’ 
haPitat  exist,  steel  head  apawring  is  prfl«ntly  rest  rioted  to  habitat  below  Izae  Falle, 
approximately  rivirmile  29  on  the  South  Fork  River.  A fish  passage  proposed  by  the  Oregon 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Comniaalcm  around  this  natural  blockage  would  open  up  ah  additional  81 
miles  of  spawning  habitat. 

Resident  trout  populations  inhabit  40  miles  of  the  river  and  generate  a^OOD  to  5,000 
recreation  days  arrually  with  a aport  oaten  of  over  lO.OOO  fish  acoordih^  to  the  Oregon 
Watar  Resources  Department.  Studlee  by  ODFW  (1992)  indicata  that  over  of  this  catch 
was  nat Chary  rainbow  trout.  ODFW  stocks  rainbow  trout  in  the  lower  reachas  of  mainstream 
rivers  including  the  South  Fork  (1992).  The  department  has  downsized  and  altered  it's 
trout  stocking  program  to  reduce  competition,  harvest,  and  disease  impacts  on  wild  fish. 
Today  it's  goal  is  to  buffer  the  key  wild  stock  probuction  areas  by  using  a few  hatchery 
fish  to  distribute  anglers  away  from  key  wild  production  tributaries  (CDFW  1992),  This 
practics  ls  augmented  by  planting  foJl  spaMning  stock  to  reduce  hybridization.  Wild 
rainbows  are  supplemented  each  year  with  the  stocking  of  fiiigerllng  minbews.  Th*  native 
rainbow,  known  as  radbands,  were  recently  put  on  the  statewide  sensitive  species  list  for 
Oregon-  Otner  gams  SDecies  include  mountain  white  fish.  Mon  game  apecias  include  sucker, 
dac*,  chlselrwuth  chub,  and  northern  squawfish. 

The  fact  that  tbm  John  Day  river  system  as  a whole  is  the  longest  free  flciwing  river  in 
the  Columbia  River  Basin  si^ifloantly  influericas  the  success  of  the  wild  fish  runs.  In  a 
recent  Nation-wide  Rivers  Inventory  report,  the  John  Day  was  found  to  be  one  of  only  42 
high  quality  rivers  left  that  is  greater  than  200  kilometers  in  length  without  any  maior 
dams. 

During  the  summer  of  1992,  BLM  will  conduct  habitat  irvemory,  write  quality  and  quanti 
and  water  temperature  studiflis.  Results  are  pending  analysis. 
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cuBiulativo  -iripact  at  all  IrrTgatiort  witnd/’awals  a loss  of  jyv<tnile  fish  and  thair 
nabitat  during  ihn  sumnifer'.  Ar  unknown  numbef  of  fish  affected.  Passt 
aotivitigs  ann  road  con  struct  ion  have  increased  the  zuMunt  of  sedimKnt  which  has  reduccti 
fish  habitat. 

Based  OT  the  avail  ah  la  archaeolc>gical  and  ethno-historic  infonJiaticn,  a variety  of  fis.hery 
resgyrcp*  wera  exa Totted  within  the  John  Day  Fliver  Basin  inost  rwantly  by  groups  belonging 
to  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  ths  Warm  Springs  and  Uinatma.  Treaties  signed  by  both 
groups  in  the  ia5Q*s  with  the  OtS.  government  provide  for  fishing  rights  "in  the  streams 
running  through  and  bordering  said  reservation(s), , . and  at  all  oth*r  usual  and  accustanec 
Btatipnfj  in  c<M«iton  with  citizens  of  the  LTiited  States.-*''  Data  on  the  current  use  of  the 
rivsr*  by  these  Native  American  ?^roups  la  non-exi stent ♦ but  formal  ouerieB  may  reveal  that 
fishing  activities  are  occurring* 

PRELIMIfiAFY  FINDIfW 

The  regional  anc  national  significance  of  the  entire  John  Day  Baain’ s fisheries  oualify 
this  resource  as  on  outstandingly  remarkabl«  value.  The  quality*  quantity,  aesthntic*  and 
traditional  importance  of  the  fish  habitat  end  its  resulting  resident  and  onaoVninous  fisn 
fxspulatlona  of  the  South  Fork  aerve  to  enrich  the  value  of  this  resourcs. 

Since  the  early  T970s,  intensive  efforts  have  been  mad®  to  restore  the  ri part  an  system 
along  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day.  This  recovery  effort  lad  to  significant  improvements 
in  water  quality  and  increwed  benefits  to  the  fishery. 

estoration  has  been  aoconpHshed  by  following  a groiing  management  progro/n  that  allows 
-ivestock  grazing  to  occur  during  the' spring*  As  a r*sult,  there  has  bean  vast 
Improvement  in  the  ri pari  an  habitat. 


WrUXIFE  VALUES 

Critan'a  for  Outstandingly  Hemarkabla 

Wildlife  values  may  be  judged  on  the  relative  merits  of  either  wilblifa  populations  on 
hacltat  - or  a combination  of  these  oondltlona. 

ftvwlAtions  TTie  river  or  area  within  the  river  corridor  contains  nationally  or 
regionally  important  j»pul6tlons  of  indigenous  wildlife  species,  of  particular 
significance  are  species  considered  to  be  uniQue  or  populations  of  federally  listed 
or  candidate  threatened  and  endangered  speciaa.  Diversity  of  species  is  an  important 
coos idtrat Ion  and  couTd,  in  itself,  lead  to  a determination  or  outstandingly 
ramarkable* 

Habitat  The  riv«r  or  area  within  the  river  corridor  provides  except i oojil ly  nigh 
quality  habitat  for  wildlife  of  national  or  regional  signi ficance,  or  may  provide 
unique  habitat  or  a critical  link  :n  habitat  condition*  fch  federally  listed  or 
candidate  threatened  and  endangered  specia*.  Conti guou*  habitat  conditions  are  such 
that  the  biological  needs  of  the  spaciei  are  met.  Oi varsity  of  habitat  is  an 
important  consideration  and  could,  in  itself,  lead  to  a determination  of 
outstandingly  renvarkabla. 
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DISCUSSION  01^  WILDLIFE  VALUES 

The  ccillective  John  Day  River  Ba^io  oontaine  ar  gutetandin^l/  remarkable  diversity  af 
wildlife  speci«e^  possibly  more  diverse  than  any  other  river  in  the  state  of 

Oregon,  "me  Soath  Fork  of  the  John  Day  e?teinpl ifies  this  duality  with  the  diversity  of 
habitat  typos  it  ccntaina.  Vegetation  typea  in  thfi  river  include  big  eagebrush,  western 
jLiniperr  ponderoaa  pine,  and  grand  fir,  A combination  of  graaay  meadows  and  nlllsidea« 
atreainside  shruba  and  vegetation,  and  old  growth  coniferous  stands  provide  the  potential 
tor  a wide  variety  of  wild  apeciei  within  the  river  oorridor*  Habitat  diversity  is 
directly  proportional  tc  animal  diversity,  providing  an  abundance  nf  edge  and  leading  to 
habitat  atability.  The  riparian  tons  is  also  of  prime  importance  in  this  schaine.  Tlie 
riparian  vegetation  provides  important  soiircss  of  cover  and  food  Tor  wildlife,  to  a much 
greatar  extent  than  the  surrounding  dry  areas. 

The  South  Fork  is  important  to  several  threatened  and  serial tive  speciesT  Bald  eeglas, 
threatened  status  in  Oregon,  occur  along  the  entire  river  segment  in  winter.  Historically^ 
peregrine  falcons  migrated  through  th*  area;  however,  none  have  been  sighted  recently. 
Peregrines  may  return  but  only  when  pODulaticma  throughout  the  region  increase*  A 
remnant  aagegrouse  population,  a Federal  Category  2 Condi  data  species,  occurs  within  the 
basin.  Historic  popul alien  levels  are  unknown.  Stand*  pf  ponderoaa  pine  within  the  Wild 
and  Scenic  Corridor  provide  nesting  and  feeding  habitat  for  Lewi*'  wodpaokers.  Lewis’ 
woodpeckers  *r*  listed  as  sensitive  on  the  Oregon  Natural  Heritage  Program  list(l9gij. 
Other  species  on  the  list  which  pctentially  occur  in  the  area  are:  white-headed 

woodpecker,  blackbacked  woodpecker,  pigmy  nuthatch,  Northern  sawwhet  owl,  northern  pygmy 
wlj  Flammulated  owl,  western  bluebird.  Northern  goshawk,  and  spotted  frog*  Bank  awall<;wf 
arc  also  on  the  list  and  definitely  do  occur  within  the  river  corridor, 

California  bighorn  sheep,  a category  2 Federal  Candidate  spebies,  were  first  released  in 
197a  by  the  Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  at  Aldrich  Motutain.  The  sheep  ar* 
yearlong  residents.  Their  rvunbers  have  increased  from  a population  of  14  animals  to  t40 
sheep. 

The  South  Fork  Basin  is  crucial  mulu  deer  winter  range.  The  Murderer’s  Creek  Wildlife 
Management  Unit  provides  cover  and  forage  for  deer  and  elk  when  enow  forces  then  to  lower 
elevations*  Crucial  elk  winter  range  and  summer  range  for  small  elk  herds  is  present. 
Aldrich  fitountain  is  suiuner  range  for  antelops,  also.  The  antelope  population  is  estimated 
to  be  lOOr  Valley  quail  are  found  in  side  drainages.  The  corridor  also  provides  good 
Chukar  hAbit.  Mountain  quail  and  ruffed  and  blue  grouse  can  alao  be  found.  It  should  also 
be  noted  that  th*  Murderer's  Creek  Herd  h^anagement  Area  was  established  for  100  wild  tree- 
roaming  horses. 

Natural  predators  are  also  a key  compenent  to  habitat  stability.  Mountain  lion  and  bobcat 
occur  in  the  South  Fork  corridor.  Mink,  beaver,  raccoon,  river  otter,  coyote, 
rattlesnake,  and  ground  sQfUirrels  are  common  species.  Golden  eagles,  redtail  hawks,  and 
prairie  falccna  ne*t  in  th*  canyon.  Mourning  doves  occur  from  spring  to  fall.  Mallards, 
cinnamon  teal,  and  wood  ducks  also  use  the  area* 

Diversity  of  habitat  la  also  dependant  on  ecological  condition.  The  majority  of  the 
rioarlan  zone  on  the  South  Fork  is  overall,  in  raid-serat  condition.  In  i960,  79  percent  of 
riparian  habitat  was  found  to  be  in  poor  to  fair  condition.  In  the  Murderer’s  Creek 
Allotment,  the  uplands  in  the  two  riparian  postures  are  both  in  a downward  trend,  but 
riparian  habitat  is  upward  in  trend.  Riparian  and  upland  habitats  on  the  Big  Baldy 
Allotment  show  an  upward  trend.  The  allotments  employ  a spring  grazing  and  rest  rotation 
system,  respectively.  In  the  past,  the  Rockpi  le  Allotnient  grazing  system  was  not  followeo; 
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ITS  lead  to  heavy  overgrazing  on  the  r-ipari;in.  b later 

livestock  marwgeinent,  the  oondifion  here  has  ^ dnowood  are 

aeral-  state  is  being  made.  Coyote  ana  peethtree  oreaently 

irtiportant  riparian  s|seciea  growing  an  the  banks.  An  interdTSCi pi  inary  J - multi-agendy 
involved  in  oatatil ishing  perntanent  trend  studisB  arct  ffiom toning  as  future  years. 

i^Fdinated  fl*.*=burce  Plan.  Wildlife  populattoriB  are  expected  to  increase  m future  years. 

in  portion.  Of  the  S^^th  Fork,  partipularly  has 

have  been  converted  to  agricultural  land,.  On  the  in»]pri  y ^ ^ wildlite 

been  converted  to  pasture  grasses,  Thi.  creates 
ipedes,  particularly  niulo  deer,  but  dvo  to  the 

diversity  the  (naiority  oT  wildlife  species  ^ag«n-nt 

in  number,  or  eliminated  entirely.  Due  to  recent 

this  situation  Is  changing,  and  ongoing  projects  are  providing 

portion,  or  the  riparian  habitats  Matorically  occurring  along  this  Mver. 

Available  archaeological  and  athno-niBtorlc  information  reveal a_th«  a wide  ^ 

wildlife  raaources  were  enplaiteO  within  the  John  Day  T^nat  L^sianed  by 

bolcnglng  to  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  springs  and  ’? 

both  groups  In  the  tSSO’s  with  the  U.S.  government  provide  for  ...  the  “f 

hunting.  ..on  unclaimed  lands  In  conmon  with  citizens,  is  al»  tHhni  similarly 

rights  on  ceded  lands  contirua  today  and  are  regulated-^  the  J 

to  those  imposed  on  the  &jro-A«ierl can  population.  Whether  or  not  hunting  activiti 

occurring  witMn  the  river  corridor  ib  not  known. 


^E^-IMI^JAHY  FINDING 


The  South  Fork 
in  the  corricbr. 


1;;  n 


kny 
Diversity 


wildlife  area_dLj«  tfl  the  diversity  and  condition  of  habitats  found 
of  vegetation  habitats  varies  from  gra$4/sagebruah  hillsides 


providing  forage  for  big  game  spacies  and  nesting  for  many  migratory  and  resident  bird 
to  nwttire  oonderoaa  and  fir  Toresta  providing  habitat  for  a wide  variety  of 


species  to  mature  ponder oaa  — t 

species.  Timber  in  the  corridor  *nd  adjacent  to  it  are  largely  urt^t, 
important  in  nsintenance  of  existing  wildlife  div.rsity  as  surrbund,|^  lands  bs^m 
in^easingly  (.ana^ed.  In  additional  to  the  riparian,  sagebrush  and  timber  vegetation 
types,  mountain  [nahagony  and  bitterBrush  types  also  occur  within  th*  area, 
valuable  mijt  of  vegetative  types. 


and  this  f^iCtor  13 


providing  a 


The  habitat  diversity  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day,  m additiori  to  the  variety  of 
wildlife  species  ana  life  forms  it  has  the  ability  to  support,  make  the  rWer  corridor  an 
outstandingly  remarkaPle  area.  This  finding  upgrades  the  aignificant  finding  noted  in 
the  congrosslonsi  Record.  The  presetica  of  a threatartafl  species,  category  2 specie,  a 
larce  populatien  of  Lewis’  woodoeekere.  and  the  potential  for  nany  sensitive  species 
enhances  the  river’s  value  even  further.  Big  game  species  are  important  for  the 
recreational  experience  they  provide,  but  native  non-game  species  are  also  very  valuaple 
as  a resource  thdicator  of  diver's ity. 


-In  ref&rencB  to  "ecolcgical  successiert",  which  is  dftfined  fay  Ecoladvand 
Field  Biology  (Smith  13«5)  aa  ‘'an  orderly  and  prograssivu  neplacarent  of  one 
plant  cormunity  by  another  until  * rnlatlvely  stablt:  coimimty  oOCupiea  the 

araa.  ■' 
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Habitat  stability  is  a product  of  prcxp^r  acologicAl  management,  Hana^eraant  should 
continue  to  iinprovft  upon  s^ral  oonditiona  in  riparian  zones.  Climax  riparian,  as  well  m 
old  grcfwth  coni  Ferous  stands,  are  soiree  un  public  land  end  thus  qualify  for  management  as 
outstandingly  remarkable  values , Overall  condition  of  habitat  within  this  corridor  is 
good.  Disturbance  to  wildlife  habitat  is  due  primarily  to  livestock  grazing  and  the  South 
Fork  road.  Historic  livestock  grazing  substantially  roduced  the  quality  of  the  ar*fl.  but 
changes  within  the  last  decade  has  allowed  habitat  to  improve*  with  incr eased  vegetation 
diversity  and  habitat  structure  now  providing  a fair  habitat  rating.  The  potential  is 
high  for  further  iraprovement , The  impacts  from  the  South  Fork  road,  while  substantial 
froci  the  standpoint  of  lost  habitat  artd  dlaturbance,  are  not  mitigatabie  unless  the  road 
is  ClOBBd. 

eeOLOGlCAL/PALfi»TOUMlCAL  VAUJES 
Criteria  for  Outstandingly  Raaiarkable  Rating 

The  river  or  the  area  within  the  river  corridor  oontairia  an  exampleCaJ  of  a geologic 
Feature*  process*  or  phenomena  that  is  rare,  unueual , ons'-of-a-kind*  or  unique  to  the 
geographic  region.  The  featurB<s)  may  be  in  an  ur>usual1y  active  stage  of  development, 
represent  a “textbook"  exejnple  and/or  represent  a uni  qua  or  ram  coinbi  nation  of  geoliogic 
f sat urea  (erO$icnal,  volcanic,  glacial,  end  or  other  geologic  structures), 

DISCUSSION  OF  GEOlJCXi^C/PAl,£0^^1X0QICA  VALUES 

The  John  Day  Eaain  has  a complicated  geologic  history  which  ha*  resulted  in  a diverse 
aeaenblagn  of  rocka.  Ths*e  rocks  include  massaa  of  oceanic  crust,  marine  sediffients,  a wl^ 
variety  of  volcanic  arid  volcanic  derived  rocka,  ancient  riv«r  end  lake  sKdiments,  and 
recent  river  and  landslide  deposits.  On  the  South  Fork  of  th*  John  Day,  the  designated 
river  segment  ia  comprised  mostly  of  basalt  and  complex  pre-Tertiary  rock,  significant 
amounts  Of  ground  water  probably  are  stored  in  this  basalt. 

The  northern  portion  of  the  river  cuts  through  th©  «a£t  end  of  the  Ochooo  Mountains  and 
the  contirwntal  f lcx>d-ba*alt  of  the  Columbia  River  9a*alt  Group,  The  acuthem  portion  of 
the  segment  cuts  through  Jurassic  and  Triassio  age  marine  sedimentary  rocks  and  some 
volcanic  nacka.  Dorn©  of  thee©  rooks  are  slightly  motainorphosact  but  roost  are  unaltered* 
O/erall,  the  area  it  atructuroHy  complex  with  numerous  faults  and  sTnall  foida,  with  the 
regional  trend  being  northsast-aouthw^i. 

In  terwa  of  scenery,  the  expotu^'ea  of  columnar  jointing  and  feeder  dike*  are  very 
iroprostive  at  placet  along  th©  river,  particularly  between  Smokey  and  Oliver  Greeks  and  in 
the  gorge  near  Slack  Canyon  Creak.  Picture  Gorge  basalts  dcminate  the  extent  of  this 
northerly  and  of  the  mapped  region*  and  the  few  paleontological  itanis  of  interest  consist 
of  intarbasalt  root  and  trunk  casts. 

There  i*  excellent  potential  for  paleontological  resource*  in  the  Mascall  Formation  within 
the  northerly  portion  of  tha  designated  corridor.  This  formation  contains  widespread  anc 
abiJidant  vertebrate  foasils  and  minor  plant  fossil*.  Paleontological  values  ara  very 
significant,  espacially  north  Pf  Dear  Creek.  Marine  invertebrates,  fossi 1 iferous  cutcrepu, 
and  fiisure  dikes  can  be  found  in  th©  area. 

The  exposures  of  ccnsideroble  pal ©onto logical  intareet  begin  along  the  southern  end  of  t 
area.  South  of  I zee  the  South  Fork  has  cut  through  a Jurassic  (150  - 190  mya)  sequence  o'. 
marine  volcaricl attics.  This  sequence  of  the  Suplee,  Nicely,  Hyde,  Snowshoe*  Trowbridge, 
and  Lonesome  Formations  contains  airunonites,  bivalves,  and  rhyconellid  brachiopods.  Some  of 
the  Hiimcnites  are  quite  significant  but  have  b*an  "hit"  by  amateur  collectors. 
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posits  of  chrcmium,  mfcrcury,  asbestos,  and  gpid  occur  in  th«  sobbasin  tot  there  are  no 
pyrrent^y  aotive  ininas  or  mining  cl  alms  and  mlnee  have  active  in  the  paai* 

PRELIMIfvlW  FINDING 

The  palepntolc^ic  features  and  opportunities  Tor  scientific  research,  interpretation, 
aaathetics  available  cn  the  SoMth  Fork  of  th«  John  Day  River  are  deternlnad  to  be  of 
otitatandingly  remarkable  value.  The  potential  for  excellent  paleontclosi^l  resources 
viithin  the  northerly  portion  of  the  preliminary  wild  and  iscenlc  boundary  and  ttw  known 
exposures  gn  the  aoutr.ern  end  are  of  major  impertanoe  to  tMa  finding  as  Is  the 
international  significance  of  these  local  resc^rces.  The  geologic  features,  while  scenic, 
ere  not  determined  to  be  unique  to  the  geographic  region  and  are  therefore  cersiderad 
significant. 

BCTTAWICAUECOLDGICAL  VALUES 

Critgria  for  Outstandingly  Hemarkeble  Rating 

The  river  or  area  near  the  river  must  contain  naticnsily  or  real  orally  impertant 
populations  of  indigenous  plant  spiecies.  Of.  particular  impgrtancs  are  apeclea  considered 
to  be  unique  or  populations  of  federally  listed  or  Candidate  Threatened  and  Endangered 
Specie^.  When  analysing  vegetation,  additional  factors  such  aa  diversity  of  apeci&s, 
number  of  plant  conmuhitlea  and  cultural  iraportanoe  of  plants  may  be  coniitfered, 

nISCUfiSICN  OE  BOTAI^ICAL/EODUDGICAL  VALUES 

agitation  In  the  John  Day  River  Canyon  is  a diversity  of  plant  communities  resulting  from 
past  human  uses  and  environmental  factors,  vegatatlon  1n  the  rivsr  corridor  has  been 
affected  by  fire  ccntrol , road  construction,  unmanaged  liveatock  grazing  and  other 
management  practices. 

Landcover  alohj  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  1a  prsdominately  contferous  forest 
and  rangeland  with  agricultural  areas  generally  located  adjacent  to  streams.  According  to 
the  Bai ley-KuChlar  system  of  classifying  ecciyatems,  the  South  Fork  area  ;s  in  the  itocky 
Mountain  Forest  Pnovlnce  and  its  potential  natural  vega tat  ion  is  vmatarn  ponderoca  forest 
and  sagebrush  ateppe. 

Junlpsr/bunchgraaa  cofiwiuni ties  are  found  cn  the  benches  below  the  rims  and  on  steep 
slopes.  3ig  sa^ebrush/bunch^raaa  coniriuni t i es  are  found  on  the  rima  ana  steep,  rocky  slopes 
below  the  forested  sit*$.  On  the  southerly  aspects  there  are  pcnderosa  pin«-fliountain 
mahogany/elk  sedge- Idaho  fescue  coranunities.  Forested  sites,  suoporting  Douglas  fir/elk 
sedge  co»nmunitlea,  occur  cn  the  steep  ncrth-facing  a lopes,  Wp^tem  juniper  trees  occur 
throughout  these  conwuhities*  Veget^ticn  is  generally  In  mid-  to  late  s^^ral  status. 

Much  of  the  area  contists  of  a hlGtcrically  fire-dependent  eccayatem.  Frequent  wlldfiraa 
maintained  the  ron-f crest  vegetation  aa  predominate! y bunchgrasa-dominateo  comnuniti w 
through  removal  of  juniper  and  sagebrush.  Through  grazing  practices  which  removed  the 
grasses  and  farbs  neceisary  to  carry  wildfire,  and  to  a greater  extent  through  moaein  cay 
fire  suppression,  wildfire  Is  no  longer  a connon  cccurrenca  in  the  area, 

■^e  riparian  areas  along  the  river  host  a di varsity  of  willows,  shrubc  anc  hardwccd  trees. 

1 the  lower  elevations,  the  r- pari  an  forest  tends  to  ba  t^emposed  of  ecttcnwoods, 
now  theme,  and  ;aldfir  while  the  higher  slevaticns  tend  tc  support  a rioarlan  forest  of 
birCh,  alder,  and  dogwood.  Sicdoglcal  status  of  the  riparian  vegotaticn  along  the  South 
Fork  13  generally  mid-seral,  although  ivowe  sections  cf  the  river  are  In  early  serai 
ccfidi  t Ion. 
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According  to  an  inventory  by  The  Nat  Lire  Confiervancy , the  Shake  Table  Mountain  and  Jackaat, 
CreeK  ar^eas  posaea:^  unique  vegetation  coftWLinitles  ana  protected  plant  spetiea.  TrtO  Federal 
Candidate  Category  2 species  are  knovwi  to  occur  within  the  preliminary  ddsignated  boundary 
of  thn  river.  They  are; 

Mi  mu  > us  washi  ngtonensig  (Washing  ten  nKsnkeyfJower) 

A*t ragalus  diaobanus  var-  djumus  (John  Day  milk  vetch) 

The  South  Fork  of  th<»  John  Day  River  is  the  only  known  area  worldwide  where  the  Astragalus 
d 1 aphonua  occurs.  As  an  annual /b i enninl , this  plant  is  acmewhat  resilient  lo  disturbance, 
this,  plus  its  preferred  habitat  of  Mrren  soils  Fwkes  this  species  unaTTected  by  nio$t 
land  managansbt  practices.  Thel VDod-iuia  eucesmum  (arrow  leaf  thelypody)  . another  Federal 
Candidate  Category  2 species,  is  highly  suspected  of  occurring  in  th»  area  but  has  yet  to 
be  documented. 

Within  the  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  RWer  area  there  are  approximately  100  acres  cT 
comnercial  forestland  classified  os  withdrawn  and  approx i mate ly  20  acres  claaeifiedi  as 
Fragilfi  Restricted,  These  parcels  ratige  from  S-12  acres  in  size  and  are  scattered  along 
the  river.  If  harvest  sver  OPcurSi  it  would  most  likely  be  for  salvage  ciily. 

Past  timber  harvesting  within  this  corridor  has  b*en  salvage  harvest  only,  on  four 
separate  occasion*,  since  prictlcally  all  of  the  oC«niercial  forestland  within  the  oorrldor 
is  classified  as  withdrawn  from  the  timber  base,  A1sq»  no  future  forast  managenwn 
activitlee  are  planned  within  the  cor ni dor.  Therefore^  post  logging  activities  have  had 
no  adverse  impact  on  the  current  wildlife  and  fish  habitat  values  and  future  activities 
should  havR  no  adverse  impacts  on  the  future  values  of  th«  corridor. 

The  available  archaeological  and  ethno-historic  information  reveals  that  a wide  variety  of 
plants  worn  exploited  within  the  John  Day  piv«r  Basin  moit  recently  by  groups  belonging  to 
the  Confederated  Tribeis  of  the  Warm  Springs  and  Umatilla.  Treaties  signed  by  both  grovpa 
in  the  1850^*  with  the  U,S.  government  provide  Tor  "the  privilege  of .gathering  roots  zvid 
harries...  on  unclaimed  lands  in  ccn«}on  with  citizens,  it  also  secured  to  them".  Recent 
irtTormation  suggest a that  traditional  gathering  practices  are  still  being  pursued  by 
tribal  member*,  but  no  specific  data  exists  on  the  use  of  plant  rescurcea  within  the  river 
oorrldor. 

PRELIHiKAflY  FINDING 

The  South  Fork  of  th*  John  Day  River  corridor  contains  a number  of  relatively  pristine 
plant  oommunitlas  and  two  aigniflcant  special  status  plant  speoiaa.  The  diversity  of  plant 
communities  provides  important  wndlife  habitat,  intert>reti ve  opportunities,  and  aesthetic 
values  to  the  area  and  is  tnerefere  consid«rad  to  be  afi  outstandingly  remarkcbla  value- 

Due  to  hvrftian  use  of  the  resourte,  past  early  aeral  conditions  limited  wildliTe  habitat 
especially  within  riparian  area*.  This  signi ficantly  reduced  habitat  availability  thereby 
reducing  wildlife  populaticns  a*  well,  hiilti tudinoue  government  agenclea  and  private 
citizens  have  worked  cooperativaly  to  enhance  vegetative  condition*  on  several  miles  of 
the  South  Fork  and  it*  tributaries  as  part  of  a multi-agency  Coordinated  fle^ource  Flan. 
There  is  opportunity  to  cor.tinije  to  improve  the  oualitiaa  of  the  South  Fork's  vegetative 
OQumuni tiefi  through  this  type  of  cooperative  effort. 
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f^EHTSTCRIC^OTlADITIGNAL  U5£  VALUES 

Oi  tgrla  for  cxjt5t>-\nft-inTj1  v Refnarkacilg 

The  river  ar  area  within  the  river  r^rridor  ocuntains  a where  there  is  evidencfc  ot 

Mcupatlcn  or  use  by  Wative  Arne ri cars.  Sites  must  be  rarn,  csne-oT -a-'kl nd , have  urusi-iaj 
characteristics  or  eitceptional  humor  intaraat  valuels).  Sites  may  have  national 
regional  iq>portante  for  interpreting  prehistory;  may  rare  and  represent  or  arte  where  a 
culture  or  cultural  periccJ  was  first  identified  ard  described;  may  have  bctn  used  ^ 

concurrently  by  two  or  more  cultural  groups;  or  may  have  been  usee  by  cultural  groups  lOr 
rare  or  sacred  purposes.  Of  particular  value  will  be  pristine  sites  that  have  not  been 
di sturbed. 

DISCUSSION  OF  PREHilSraiC/TRWDITIONAL  ’JSE  VALL^ 

iviTct  known  cultural  sites  arc  located  on  the  nmin  stem  of  the  John  Day  River  between 
Cl^rno  and  Cottonwood  Bridga  where  an  ^ntensivy  cultural  inventory  has  been  concucted. 
Unfnrtuhstely^  a limited  amount  of  cultural  re^xsiirce  surveys  have  been  conducted  along  the 
South  Fork  of  the  John  Oay  River  though  the  area  most  likely  has  excellent  potential  to 
provide  information  about  post  cultures  and  their  uae  of  riverain  resources. 

Two  major  aurveye  were  conducted  for  timber  salfia  south  of  Deer  Creek  in  1951  ano  i$flj  bUt 
only  5 prehistoric  eitaa  and  ori*  prehistoric  isolate  ware  recorded.  The  recorded  sites 
were  mostly  Hthlc  scatters,  with  shall w subsurface  deposits.  There  is  evidence  t* 

suggest  that  a prehistoric  trail  route  exists  in  the  designated  area  that  once  ccnnett&d 
’he  Crooked  River  to  th«  South  Fork  of  thn  John  Oay. 

There  are  indications  that  at  least  one  rock  art  site*  exists  within  the  cerridor*  A 
prehistoric  campsite  and  tcx?l  martufacturlng  site  has  been  documented  on  the  South  Fork  and 
potential  for  discovering  more  prehistoric  resources  along  this  fork’s  corridor  range  from 
low  to  high  depending  on  the  section* 

Available  deta  is  limited  concerning  use  of  the  river  corridor  for  traditional  use  *r 
religious  practicee*  Avccording  to  the  involved  Native  American  groups,  any  area  whert 
native  plants  and  animal  a occur  are  considered  traditional  use  locations.  This  'ivculd 
indicate  that  i majority  of  thn  BLM  lanas  within  the  corridor  could  be  ua*d  for 
tracftionnl  use  practicBS,  including  grazing,  m provid&d  in  the  treaties  for  eacn  tribe* 

A gr^icnrtad  effort  to  conduct  ethnological  and  Hthnopoxanical  r^suarth  should  be  pursued 
in  erder  to  illuminate  our  current  understanding  of  the  past  uso  af  the  river  canyon, 
peoent  religious  practices  within  the  river  corridor  are  unknown  ajw  will  jirost  likely 
remaih  so  for  obvious  r«asohs.  Again j ethnological  work  wcxjld  probably  ba  useful  for 
provid-irg  a general  knowledge  about  certain  cfiremonles  and  practices  without  rovealing 
particular  significant  lacations,  other  than  iri  general  terms. 

PRELIMIhJARY  FINDlNCi 

ATt'hDLiyh  few  cultural  resource  sites  have  been  recorded  within  th«  South  Fork  of  the  John 
Ony  Rivptr  corridor,  there  is  excellent  potential  for  discovAring  significant  prehistoric 
^5■ltes  associated  with  th=  river.  Should  mart?  informat  ton  be  recorded,  interprecive 
pissibi  1 i ties  for  the  prehistoric  cultural  rasourcee  of  the  area  seem  promising,  “he  ^iver 
canyon  is  an  important  traditional  u^n  area  to  Indian  tribes  and  is  asaociated  with  treaty 
’Ights  on  ceded  lonus,  .making  the  cultural  resource  value=i  on  this  stretch  of  river 
notable.  Appropriate  tribes  will  bo  ccnsaltea  with  .-s?  part  of  the  planning  effort. 
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me  n'v^r  or  area  within  the  riv'er  cornogr  contalna  a sitafs)  <?r  fea.tura(5)  associated 
with  a .*?i  grin  cant  event » an  important  person,  or  a cultural  activity  of  the  post  that  was 
rare,  unusual,  or  one-of-a-kind  in  the  region,  A historic  site(s)  and/or  fsature(*J  in 
nost  cases  is  5Q  years  or  older.  OT  particular  sigriTi canoe  are  sites  or  features  listed 
in,  or  are  eligible  for  inclusion  in,  the  National  Register  of  Historio  Places. 

DISCUSSION  OF  RISTTQRIC/OULTUflAL  VALUES 

A limited  sincunt  of  cultural  resource  survey  has  been  conducted  along  the  South  Fork  of 
the  jQhn  Day  River  however  thero  is  moderate  potential  for  discovering  homesteads, 
irrigation  features,  and  other  histone  sites  associated  with  hortestaadlng,  logging,  and 
mining. 

According  to  Nielsen,  Nemian,  and  McCart  (1965),  an  old  wagon  ribsd  used  during  the  mining 
boom  of  the  mid  laOQ^B  crosses  the  South  Fork  sanewhere  near  the  ridge  south  of  Martin 
Creek  and  Magic  Lantern  Creek.  Wagon  ruts  and  icme  ancient  juniper  stumps  used  as  Crag 
logs  are  still  visible  in  the  area-  The  wagon  road  apparently  returned  to  the  South  Forx 
fisar  Aldrich  Gulch  and  headed  north  along  the  river  towards  Day vi tie. 

Some  of  the  drainages  and  tributaries  of  the  South  Fork  have  intriguing  n«n«s  such  as 
Murdernr*s  Creek  and  Magic  Lortarn  Creek,  no  doubt  with  interesting  histories  behind  the 
Many  of  these  namee  have  numer&us  conflicting  stories  about  their  origin. 

The  crossroads  cpintnujii  ty  of  I zee  near  the  junction  of  the  Poet-Poulina  Highway  and  the 
Onyvi 1 le-Hines  Road  was  once  an  incorporated  tCMn.  A post  office  apparently  existed  At 
Izee  between  the  years  of  16flG  - 1954.  A grange  hall  and  school  still  endure  today  tg  tell 
the  ^^tory.  m addition,  the  remains  of  Old  Ellingson  Mill  heeween  Deer  and  Indian  Cre*k 
still  exist > though  located  oh  private  land.  A few  old  quArry  sites  and  one  bur.nsd 
historic  cabin  are  aleo  present  in  places  n*ar  the  river, 

PRELIMINARY  FHOINQ 

Altbaugh  few  cultural  roscwrce  sites  havfl  hte^1  recorded  within  the  South  Fork  of  the  Uchn 
Day  River  corridor,  there  is  excellent  potential  for  discovering  significant  historic 
sites  due  to  the  existence  of  the  river.  Should  more  inferMfitton  be  recorded,  interpretive 
possibilities  for  the  historic  cultural  resources  of  the  area  would  likely  be  promising. 

GfTVIER  SIMIUVR  VALUES 

Assessments  of  additional  river-relatnd  values  may  be  oomoleted  upon  receiving  the  results 
of  subject  expert  sol icitatibns  for  information  and  signi fioaneex 
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1.  CMiplate  intarnal  draft  af  South  Fork  of  tho  John  Dey  River  Rsscorce  Asscssiiient . 
Ongoing  review  and  adlting  using  interdisciplinary  eporoach. 

Iritemal  Iriterdiscipl  in^ry  Roviftw  Toami 

Don  Smith,  A53ist:v^t  District  htar.ager 
tick  Coegriffe,  Manager 

Sri  on  Gunm' nghamB , Public  Arfai  rs/Pro}9Ct  MEinagfit" 

Wayne  Elmore,  Natural  Re^ourcB  Specialist 
SuZsn  Me1n««e  Recreation  C review  team  leader) 

Don  Wood,  Ciutdoor  Recraation  Planner 
Roy  Pearl,  Wilderness  CNF®) 

Brad  Keller,  Vfildl-tfa  Biologist 

Saran  Nichols,  Student  Trainee  (Wildlife  Biologist) 

David  Vouiv;^  Fishery  Biologist 

Jeraes  Eisner,  Stuoent  Trainee  (Fisheri&s) 

Dennis  Davis,  Geologist 
Ron  Halverson,  Botanist  (NI^S) 

John  Zontenalloy  Archaeologist 

Extarnal  Professional  Revi»'<: 

Suzanne  Drowley  Thomas,  USF5,  archaeology/history 
Errol  Claire,  OOFW,  wildlife/fish 
Ted  Frend*  NFS,  paleontology 
Frank  IfiMay,  OOFW,  wildl ife/fiah 

2.  Complete  revised  internal  draft  and  have  Management  Team  Re’/iew. 

3.  hail  R660urdd  AcsBtanent  draft  td  itiMrdSted  public  and  prcfesslcnals  fer  oJniiiBnt 
4-.  Revise  draft  baaed  on  public  cemment  and  send  tc  state  office. 
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APPQCIX  D 

RESOURCE  ASSESSMErn-  PROCESS  (IN  DEPTH) 


U PURPOSE  AlC  NEED 

The  import ?mcc  oT  a tMorouijn  resource  assessment  cannot  tw  overstated.  The  resource 
assessment  serves  as  the  foundatlcn  of  the  river  rnanageinent'  planning  proceas.  It 
determines  whith  river-re tated  features  are  trvly  outstandingly  reiDarkaPle  or  contribvtft 
aubstant Tally  to  the  river  setting  and  the  functioning  of  its  ecosystem.  It  is  not 
intended  to  serve  as  an  eligibility  evaluation- 

Usually  the  initial  step  in  the  rTver  maragempini:  planning  process,  the  resource  assessinant 
muat  take  into  consideration  all  features  which  are  directly  river-related.  This  early 
identification  and  evaluaticn  will  help  ansura  that  signifioant  features  are  not 
overlooked  and  that  a holistic  approach  to  investigating  the  inter-relationsnip 
various  featuree  is  achieved. 

The  identification  and  doewentation  of  outstandingly  remarkable  and  other  significant 
values  is  a first  step  in  developing  management  preicrlptions  that  protect  and  ennance 
river  values.  A thorough  resource  assessment  provides  the  basis  upon  which  (nanagement 
declsicns  affecting  resources  within  the  pi  arming  area  can  bo  mede  during  the  interim 
period  pending  plan  complatlon  and  approval.  Additionally,  the  findings  and  conclusicns 
reached  at  the  end  Of  the  asaessmant  effort  will  be  ua^  in  nmnegefiient  plan  scoping, 
ifipludihg  specific  issue  identification  and  establishment  of  final  administrative 
boundaries. 

.are  are  thr^a  components  of  the  resource  assessment  process.  Rist  is  the  identification 
jf  any  outstandingly  remarkable  values  not  specifically  identif ted  by  Congress,  dpt  found  ? 
presoriT  nevertheless,  within  planning  area  boundaries.  Second  is  the  i dent i ficat ion  and 
determination  of  significance  levels  for  rlver^related  values  which  are  not  determined  to 
be  outstandingly  remarkabla^  yet  contribute  subst^mttal ly  to  a river's  overall  character. 
Third  is  the  confirmation  of  the  outstandingly  remarkable  values  set  forth  for  specific 
rivers  In  the  i^ibus  Oregon  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Act  (see  the  Congressional  Record  - 
Senate,  vol . i3A,  dated  October  7.  ;9a8). 

It  is  Important  to  remember  that  the  term  "outstandingly  remorkabl*"  as  used  ?n  the  Wild 
and  SceniG  Rivers  Act  has  never  been  precisely  defined.  Conseauently,  any  aetemi nation  of 
outstandingly  remarkable  values  1s  a matter  of  informed  professional  judgment  and 
interpretation.  The  only  firm  expectation  is  that  the  basis  for  tha  judgment  da  adequately 
dccLinented  in  the  resource  assessment. 
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II.  VALL^  ASSESSMENT 

All  values  assaaBsd  snould  be  dire<^tly  ri ver-n^lated,  or  own  their  tc  the  rWer 

ctAbsystsm.  The  rational i?  for  a airntt  river  relationship  is  that  the  program  involve^fi  the 
Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Syatar  rathar  than  a generaUzed  Inrvd  and  r**ource  conservat ich 
program.  It  is  therefore  appropriate  to  focus  attention  on  the  river  and  resources 
directly  related  to  it. 

The  resources  to  be  assessed  are  spat i 1* teal ly  identified  in  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivara  Act 
{PL  ao-i342)  and  Include  scienic,  reorEatton,  geologic,  fish  and  wildlifn,  historic, 
cultural,  and  other  similar  values.  Other  similar  values  include,  but  are  not  limited  to, 
hydrologic,  botanic  and  ecological  resources. 

III.  SIGNIFIOVCiE  THREST-IDLDS 

In  order  to  be  assessed  as  “outstandingly  remarkable" , a river-related  value  must  ba  a 
unique,  rare  or  exemplary  feature  that  is  significant  at  a regional  or  nacional  level* 
Those  river-related  values  that  are  not  assessed  as  outstandingly  reniarkaDl©  but 
centributa  substantially  to  the  functioning  of  the  river  system  and  river  setting  should 
be  describe^a  and  their  level  of  significance  indicated.. 

The  geographic  regions  <€)  described  in  the  T9SQ  Statewide  Cemprehensive  Qutcloor 
Recreation  Plan  CsOOfiPl  for  Oregon  may  be  used  for  comparing  certain  river-re  lazed  values 
among  the  rivers  in  a ’’regicri"*  Reoouse  of  the  location  of  rivers  in  spacific  3CCPP 
regions  to  contiguous  state  borders  {Washington,  Idaho,  Nevada,  and  California), 
geographic  regions  can  he  modified  as  necessary  to  provide  the  basis  for  meaningful 
comparative  analysis  for  non-recreation  vnluea  such  aS  fisheries  or  cultural  resources, 

Quidslinea  for  assessing  values  are  meant  to  aet  minimum  thresholds  to  sstEiblish 
outstandingly  remarkable  values  and  are  illustrative,  not  all-inclusive.  In  sefna  cases,  a 
value  may  meet  some  or  all  of  the  criteria,  yet  may  not,  for  a we  11 -documented  reason,  he 
determined  to  be  an  outstandingly  remarkable  value.  In  another  situation,  a value  may  be 
called  outstandingly  remarkable  for  a reason  not  listad  in  these  guides.  The  important  and 
critical  step  is  tc  document  the  rational  far  the  determination. 
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CCWHEHTS  TO  DflATT  RESOUW^^E  ASSESSMENT 


The  BLM  received  :nnny  cuonmonta  from  the  public  Jifter  ihe  draft  Kesctirc-e  A^seesinenfi  vvere 
pudllshed.  Some  ooiriment^  specifically  addreee*d  the  Resource  Assee^itient  wbiTe  others 
pertained  to  rHvcr  pleiirtihgi  Only  tho:^^  cooments  epaclfically  Jiddresaing  this  Resource 
Aaaeesnieri t vuill  bq  included  here,  COnimente  on  river  planning  vvill  be  andreased  in  the 
John  Oay  f^iv^r  Mpnagemerit  Plan  and  Fnvironnmntal  Impact  Statement. 
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United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

.natio.naL  park  service 

John  0^7  Po9ffi]  Buci:)  NAuoaai  Moaumcni 
430  W^at 
John  Day>  Oregon 


imis 

IS  tlQvei±ier  1930 


SLtzan  iHftinets 

Buireau  cf  Land  Mana^emant 

P^.0.  Biiit  SSO 

PhineviJlfi,  Oregon  577S4 


5uzen: 

I cegffit  not  having  Jture  time  to  look  over  tlse  5out±  Fork  Wil^  Scenic 
River  tOiOTdary  rater lai  you  aent  ine  for  camnent  on  paleontologicEii 

'Itia  fOllov^ing  notes  cnlght  te 

In  tEEma  of  acenery,  the  exposures  of  oolumnsir  jointing  feeder  we 

very  inpresaive  at  placea  along  the  river/  partictdarly  Isetwsen  Smoky  and 
Oliver  Creeks  and  In  the  gorge  near  Black  Canyon  Creek,  PiotUrv  Gorge  basalts 
dofninate  the  extent  of  this  northerly  end  of  the  napped  region/  axid  the  ftw 
paleontological  items  of  interest  conBist  of  intarbasalt  root  ^^^d  trwik  csst$. 


TThe  exposures  of  cxsnsiderable  paleontologio«l  interest  b«gin  Along  tiK 
acAithem  end  of  the  area.  South  of  Izee  the  John  Day  River  has  out  through 
a Jurassic  [150  - 150  rayaj  aequenoe  of  marine  volcaniclastics,  "niis  sequence 
Of  the  Suple^r  WicAly^  Showshoer  Trowbridge,  and  Loneacrae  Fomatiocis 

cOhtAino  amnonitoii/  bivalves,  and  rhyoon&illd  brachiopodEj  acane  of  the 
jsruiicinites  are  quite  significant  but  have  been  "hit^  by  amateur  collector  a. 

As  fsi:  as  the  main  stenip  thocc  ars  portionO  of  tha  river  vihare  the  traveller 
is  exposed  to  extraordinary  oUtCrof*  of  Qan«  basaltS/  lahara,  and  assorted 
volcanlclasticE r rnany  of  them  right  at  the  river  level.  These  offer  excellent 
mterial  for  study  of  volcanic  processea  ahd  c^latod  depociitionBi 
envirofimenta-  If  th^e  aren't  outstanding,  I am  puzzled  by  tho  yArdOtick  that 
is  eflployed-  Perhaps  it  is  because  tbeae  outcroje  do  net  occupy  the  najortty 
of  the  drainage,  oc  perhaps  there  sin?*ly  is  no  advocate  for  geology.  At  any 
cAtC/  the  palecntcloglcal  values  are  outstanding  by  any  criteria- 


Bincorely/ 
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Conf  Tribe e of  tbe  Indian  Ke&«]r*/ation- 


ESESOURCE  assessment 


ScutH  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River 
National  wild  and  Scenic  Rivar 


RoqU«at  Tor  Amendment  and  Addition  to  USD  I 
Eureau  of  Land  Management  and  USDA  Forest  Service 
Draft  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Resource  AssiUtsment 

August  1991 


Submitted  by; 

Confederated.  Tribes  of  tbc  ITttLatilla  Indian  Reservation 
Department  of  Natural  Resources 
Environmental  Planning/Rights  Protection 

December  1991 
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tiie  appozrtunity  to  raviAW  and  provide  cDmuLQnt  on 
the  Nild  ii^d  Scenic  River /Draft  Resource  ^atiamant  far  the  South 
Fork  of  the  Jolm  Day.  The  oonmento  reflect  the  Tribas  genuine 
Goncsm  and  intereet  for  the  Riv^r'?  future  managament  plans  r 

(1)  the  restoration  of  the  riparian  areas  ia  a major  concern  of 
the  cTUIRt  The  resource  assessment  confronts  the  excessive 
road  constmoticnx  fi-te  suppression,  and  damaging  grazing 
practices  which  nocurred  in  the  past  but  mor^  C&nua  needs  to 
he  put  on  the  future  restoration  plans.  Standards  and  t^e 
frames  need  to  estahlished  for  restoration _ to  accomplish 
DFC^a.  The  resource  assesanent  should  also  point  out  that  the 
river  corridor  is  in  need  oC  aggressive  grazing  aanageinent  due 
to  its  fragile  st*ta. 

(23  Water  quality  should  also  te  addressed  (since  it  is  directly 
tried  to  the* riparian  conditions)  noting  whether  or  not  they 
are  in  conformance  with  Oregon  State  Water  Quality  Standards, 
This  will  provide  the  frainework  for  management  plan 
dovelopineht,  and  will  guide  development  of  a plan  to  bring 
temperatures  dawn,  and  if  necessary  a^fllgn  a target 
temperature  goal, 

(3)  The  draft  should  discuss  the  cOtopatltive  uses  for  water  during 
the  year  (i.e.  the  irrigation  needs  vs,  fisheriaa 
ttiaintanance)  . The  ass^samant  should  also  address  the  results 
gf  this  compertitive  use  that  effect  the  ’’outstandingly 
renarhahle"  fisheries  value- 

vyi  (4)  A separata  section  on  data  gaps /research  needs  to  be  add^d  to 
the  resource  aAseasment.  This  shcnxld  include  a review  of 
areas  where  additional  information  is  nece^tsary  to  manage  the 
resources  of  the  corridor, 

(5)  The  resource  assessment  points  out  that  the  John  Day  River  has 
one  of  th^  last  wild  anadremou^  fish  runs  in  the  Pacific 
Nozrhhwest,  Xt  is  common  among  ruourca  assessments  to 
conclude  that  good  or  excellent  fiah  habitat  exists,  howeveir, 
to  support  aueh  a statement,  accur&te  fish  habitat  surveys 
needed  for  jnainsten  and  tributari*it  for  effective  management 
plan  devolopm*nt.  This  recommendation  is  consistent  with 
intent  and  letter  of  the  iJ5?6  Tri-Rcgianal  Anadromous  Fish. 
Policy  Implementation  Guide, 

s/  (6)  Tribal  ambers  of  th^  Confederated  Tribas  of  th*  Umatilla 
Indian  Reservation  have  seasonally  occupied  the  S.Fk  John  Day 
River  for  fishing  and  hunting  purposes  Usual  and  Accustoiudd 
areas  in  conjunction  with  the  Worm  Springs  Tribe,  Because  of 
this  historical  occupancy^  a separate  cultural  resource 
research  effort  is  needed-  The  current  analysts  are 
inconsistent  with  Federal  end  Regional  mandates  and  directives 
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(i.a.  Forest  pl?in  ttiiltural  inventoEy  requirsments. 
National  Historic  Preservatign  Act  guide line a for  resource 
asaessTientJ  . Given  that  ttn  resource  Asseaaaieftt  objective  is 
to  aaaees  the  resource  aignificanco  of  river  reiatad  values, 
it  ia  itiiperativQ  that  a thorough  effort  gf  infcraation 
collectign  be  made.  In  adcJition  to  the  standard  walk- through 
arena eolpgi cal  surveys,  the  Forest  and  BL3^  need  to  work  with 
the  CTUTR  tg  collect  the  tth  no  historical  information  that  may 
well  set  som«.  sites  of  localities  apart  from  others.  Further ^ 
good  ethnohistorical  information  is  necsiaary  to  conduct 
oomprehfcn-;iv»  ground  surveys. 


(?)  The  r<^source  assesament  should  explain  tha  reasons  for  the 
absanoQ  gf  Chinook  in  tho  south  Fork  Basin. 

(8)  Th*  wildlife  section  would  be  complete  with  a more  detailed 
section  describing  the  diverse  wildllfa  habitat  that  i^ 
available  (i.e.  the  large  acreage  of  uncut  forest  on  the  West 
aida  of  the  River.)  The  section  should  address  issues  auch 
as,  Vfhat  are  the  future  management  plans  for  the  forested 
area?  How  much  does  thl=  forested  section  egntributa  to  the 
existing  fish  and  wildlifs  populations  and  habitat? 

(9)  The  CTUIR  was  a co-author  in  developing  the  tJpoer  Grande  Reande 
River  Anadromoua  Fish  Habitat  Protect Ioti.  g^estoration . and 
Monitoring  Plan . This  document  was  drafted  in  response  to 
concerns  aver  continuing  declines  Cf  Snake  River  anadromous 
fisheries  stocks,  losses  of  Upper  tJrande  Ronde  Spring  Chinook 
in  1989^  and  the  degraded  condition  of  habitat  in  the  Grande 
Ronde  watershed.  Tho.  document  addr^fiA«4  oome  pertinent  issue* 
and  presents  a future  plan  to  counter  act  the  degradation  of 
the  habitat  and  aped  as.  We  recommend  using  this  document  as 
a land  management  model.  I have  attached  a copy  of  the  plan 
for  your  review^ 

Overall  the  rasource  aes^ssment  covers  a board  array  of 
natural  resources  that  make  the  South  Fork  John  Day 'River  and  It'* 
corridor  significant.  Th=  CTUIR  aupporte  the  designation  of  the 
scenic,  fishery/  recreational,,  botanical,  and  wildlife  with  the 
condition  that  the  abov®  concerns  ere  thoroughly  addreae^d  amended 
to  the  resDurce  assessment. 

Sincerely, 


Ttlcis  ^juaempts 

Rights  Protection  Assistant 

CTLIR 


taq  a:\SFKJDAY.WSF 
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Oregon  Tro 

Speiiking  out  for  Oregon’s  fis  i^ 

RO.  Box  1954-0  ‘ Oregon  97219  * (503)  244-^292 


j":i  ir»i  _ iKina  I 

[^izrzrp 


16  Sap  91 


Harry  R.  COi^riffa 

Central  Ortgpn  Resouroe  Area  Manager 
6uraau  of  Land  rtanagement 
Prinville,  Oft  97754 

Daar  Mr.  Coa^riffo* 


\ apprapiate  the  opportunity  to  cemrrent  on  th®  resource 
Aflseesrrent  for  the  South  J-ork  of  the  John  Day  River,  as  a 
resident  af  Orent  County  for  the  past  eleven  years  i hav«  a 
tt,een  Interest  in  manageinent  palioies  affecting  loca! 
rnsouroee . . . part icu 1 ar 1 y those  resources  that  are  as 
iirportant  as  ifrater  and  fisheries.  Although  the  South  Fork 
i*  * local  waterway,  decisions  concerning  its  future  oould 
he  felt  throughout  the  John  Day  Riv#r  Basin  (JDRBK 

As  noted  in  your  asseaament  the  JDR6  is  unique  with 
respect  to  wild  anadromoua  fiih  runs.  The  gene  poola  “ 
contained  within  the  populations  of  this  basin  could  be 
vital  to  the  viggr  and  survivability  of  anadro^noua  apecias 
throughout  the  middle  and  upper  Cotumbia  River  Basin  (CRB^  . 
Considering  the  present  condition  of  anadromoos  runs 
throughout  the  CRB  1 believe  it  would  be  difficult  to 
overstate  the  icnportancc  of  the  JDRB  to  aalmonid  production* 

A major  tributary  within  the  JDRB,  the  South  Fork  has 
the  oapability  to  make  an  important  contribution  to  the 
system  by  providing  high  quality  water,  aignifioant  flows, 
and  5Pcd  spawning  areas  for  steelhead  and  other  resident 
species.  Any  activities  that  would  adverse 1y  affect  these 
oontr ibut ions  could  have  far-reaching  conaequenoes . 

Before  constructing  a fish  passage  around  Izeo  Falls  it 
might  be  beneficial  to  consider  possible  effects  on  fiah 
papulations  above  that  point*  It  is  my  iinriEratanding  that 
populations  of  redband  trout  above  tha  fall*  may  have  a 
genetic  influenoa  on  fiah  below  the  falls.  If  this  is  the 
case  then  I suppose  the  ouestion  of  whether  the  benefits  of 
an  EKpanded  spawning  area  for  steeThead  would  outweigh  tha 
potintial  reduction  or  loss  af  aourcea  of  genetic  variahilty 
from  existing  fish  poputatinns  above  the  fella. 

I am  sure  anyone  familiar  with  this  part  of  the  country 
is  aware  pf  the  paat  and  or esant  impacts  of  Togging, 
grating,  and  mining  cn  riparian  resources.  Fortunately 
there  is  a meve  coward  correcting  past  abuses  and 
f orniu lat i ngi  policies  that  recognise  the  imppr-tance  of  a wide 


I 


I 
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var^ftty  af  resaureea.  As  nated  in  th«  as^esscnopt,  ^hore  ar« 
nq  rfcaraatianal  davalapments  along  thq  South  Fork,  j can 
apprec-lata  th*  valua  of  recreational  opportuniti b=  y*t  ] 
al^o  have  an  under  standi  ng  of  how  vulnerable  some  syataina 
aro  to  heavy  uae,  regardless  af  the  nature  of  that  uaer  ] 
WDM  Id  certainly  hope  that  any  future  considerations  of 
racreatianal  deve lapmanta  will  strongly  consider  the 
potential  impacts  of  increased  human  activity. 

Once  ag^in  I appreciate  the  opportunity  to  make  these 
views  known  and  would  like  to  be  kept  informed  of  further 
Steps  in  dBvelDpin9  ^ management  plan  for  the  South  Fork. 


5 i ncsrel y. 


Ronald  E.  Gaither 
OregCn  Trcut 


cc;  Myron 
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NOKTfiWEST  REGION 


DecemJaer  9^  1991 

James  Kenna 
Descihu-Css  Ar«a  llanagor 
BiLt-eau  of  Zi^nd  MAn^emenH 
P*0  Box  55D  * 

Prinaville,  Oregon  97754 


SOCIETY 


^Ki X':w  — I w.  I ) 

pi.r  r 

P- 


De^r  Mr,  Kenna: 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  the  <tral^t  Sout±L  Fork  John 
Day  ^ild  and  Scenic  River  Revni^rce  Assessment.  The  ifildemesa 
Society  fully  supports  tha  '’outstendingly  remarkable"  designation 
of  the  fishery , recreational ^ botanical,  and  wildlife 

values.  Hdwever^  there  are  several  areas  of  concern  to  The 
Wildeimesa  Society  which  we  address  below. 


Oux*  greatest  cgTit^czn  i^  the  canditiah  Of  the  riparian  zones  and 
other-  botanical  Values . Human  uses  of  the  river  corridor  have  so 
stressed  potential  oiiinAX  riparian  zones,  that  most  are  in  early 
serai  stages « The  draft  assessment  frankly  describes  how  past 
grazing  has  interrupted  ocologically  significant  activities 
ranging  from  nesting  to  natural  wildfirs-  It  also  admits  that 
fire  suppression,  road  construction,  and  '■other  management 
practices"  have  changed  the  nialceup  of  natural  plant  ccramunities. 
Hut  the  draft  doas  not  and  should  clearly  char  act  eriza  these 
"changes'^  or  the  efforts  made  to  reverse  them. 


We  oppose  improving  serai  conditions  by  implementing  fencing.  As 
you  no  doubt  know,  fencing  will  interrupt  wildlife  movement,  as 
well' as  compromise  the  area's  scenic  values  which  are  already 
undermined  by  the  road.  We  are  concerned  that  the  area, 
especially  the  riparian  zones,  will  not  he  able  to  rebound 
without,  at  least,  a suspension  of  all  grazing  activities.  Such 
a suspension  would  also  be  an  appropriate  measure  to  preserve 
those  climax  zones  whose  scarcity,  as  the  draft  concedes, 
guallfios  thAM  for  "management  as  outstandingly  rsmarkable 
values i"  (P&ga  14)  Thd  plan  mist  not  risk  sndangering  the  two 
Federal  Candidate  Category  2 species  that  dxist  in  this  corridor. 
The  unique  occurrence  of  Astragalus  dlanhanus  makes  this  conridor 
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partimiiaxly  Important,  HaT&  ^p^rayalua  dlaphmug  aomniinitiftfl 
boon  affaotad  by  uy  gf  tha  '■monagonwnt  praetiog**'  that  h&7a 
cbangad  gtbvr  v«gwta.tion7 

The  "outstandingly  ramarkable"  designation  of  fiahary 
resources  recognizes  the  sensitivity  or  the  redhand  population 
and  the  importance  at  the  John  Day  River  basin  as  one  of  the  last 
wild  anadromous  rish  runs  in  the  Pacirio  Northwest*  We  must  do 
everything  possible  to  enhance,  and  protect  these  regionally 
significant  rssouroes.  The  proposed  fish  passage  around  Izee 
Falla  should  be  carefully  scrutinized.  It  would  be  a shone  to 
destroy  exist ijig  suoonssful  populations  ih  an  attempt  to  create 
new  ones.  The  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act  calls  for  the 
protection  and  enhancement  of  on  a free-flowing  river.  As 

a man-made  disruption  of  th«  natural  river  flow,  this  proposed 
passage  is  inconsistent  with  the  requirements  of  the  Act. 

In  addition^  the  draft  should  explain  the  absence  of  Chinook  in 
the  South  Fork  basiiiT  We  are  also  concemBd  that  the  current 
policy  of  supplementing  the  wild  redband  population  with  hatchery 
fingerlings  is  more  a response  to  recreational  demands  than  a 
response  to  the  long-term  welfare  of  the  ''sensitive  species" 
redband  that  have  to  compete  with  these  hatchery  fish. 

The  aBsessment  is  also  vague  regarding  how  the  ** sport  catch  of 
10,000  fish,"  liaA  affected  the  redband  and  steelhead  populations. 
Regarding  the  fishery  preliminary  findings,  we  request  a thorough 
description  of  the  efforts  and  results  of  attempts  to  i*restore 
the  riparian  system."  In  what  ways  water  quality  been 
^»aignif ioaatly  izoprovad?*'  What  are  the  ■‘inoraased  benefits  to 
the  fishery?” 

kx  to  water  quality,  the  draft  describee  heW  th*  demands  for 
irrigation  use  and  fisheries  maintenance  ore  at  their  greatest 
during  the  same  months.  But  it  should,  also  describe  the  results 
of  this  competition  for  this  ''outstandingly  remarkahle”  fishery 
resource.  How  have  agricultural  activities  aff acted  the 
riparian  sones?  What  efforta  have  been  made  to  aeeb  alternative 
irrigation  technology?  Th*  draft's  opening  riv*r  description 
should  expand  on  its  v^gua  comments  regarding  the  ''mostly  gravel 
or  dirt  road."  Hov  close  is  that  road  to  the  river?  Does  rub* 
off  from  the  read  oontrlbuts  to  the  further  erosien  of  the 
atreesed  riparioB  tones  or  any  decline  in  water  quality?  Does 
the  road  present  oty  danger  to  wetlands  or  other  riparian 
habitats? 

Regarding  the  recreation  section,  the  Wildertiesis  Society  is 
concerned  that  without  asicasaing  the  current  impact  of  visitors, 
the  construction  of  the  National  Back  Country  Byway  and  the 
likely  visitor  increase,  could  cause  un for seen  damage  to  riparian 
rones  already  strassed  by  grazing.  The  predicted  increased 
visitor  load  requires  developing  a camping  strategy  that  would 
either  limit  or  concentrate  visitors  away  from  riparian  zones  and 
other  areas  that  have  been  damaged  by  cattle.  However,  by 
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Errol  CUIrfl 
Johr  Day  Q^iv^^c^ 

Qrft^on  D«par^-r#nC  of  Fish  ^n4  l^i'idlife 

p,  a,  g 

John  Day,  GP  $7S45 

Coar  Errol; 

I hav0  recaivad  ::!a/iY  canmenta  on  tho  Pa^gyria  Aaaaaaftiart*  af  ths  John  Day 
River*  Seme  of  the  csjmenta  rtnutrg  additional  fish  4xpartisd  that  ycu  have* 
Would  you  help  Me  answer  th<i  following  Questions: 

1.  Why  are  chinoak  absent  from  the  Scuth  Fork  aasin? 

2.  What  is  the  hatchery  supplementation  policy  for  the  John  Day  River^ 

What  current  auppleRentatlon  actions  Are  3a ln^  on? 

3.  What  ara  the  interactiana  between  hato*hery  f1ah  and  wild  5tock  in  the 
John  Day  River,  in  tenna  of  soMpatltlon,  productivity  and  diseasst 

4.  Pteaae  aaaeas  the  Impact  of  the  prssont  aport  catch  of  fish  on  raafcand, 
Steel  head  and  Chinook. 

5.  What  riparian  restoration  efforts  are  being  mada  on  State  dwn*d  land  1n 
the  John  Day  Basin? 

Errol,  thanks  again  for  your  help.  Would  you  'OA  apl^  to  raspond  by  February 
15,  1992?  Utt  know. 


Sincerely, 


Oavid  K.  YoLtng. 

District  Fishery  Biologist 
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dSHORANPCii 

TO:  Dan  Wood. 

FROKs  2ot  Vidourek 

SUBJECT:  Eespona-a  to  Wilderness  Society  Request  in  Regards  to 
Forest  uithACorT-idor 
in 

Yi^tiire  forest  i3iaiiaffeffle;it  elans  neat  of  the  South  Fork  John  Day 
Hivir  and  i?ithizi  the  ^ild  and  sce^^ie  corridor  *ro  non*.  So  planned 
timber  ectivitie*  ere  achad-^ilcd  in  th*  currant  IQ-7«r  plan. 
Tiprber  managenwiit  o£  forest  lamdi  within  any  wild  and  scenic  river 
corridor,  (1/4  :uile  e=.ch  aide)-  would  be  carefully  in^lytcd. 

However,  sines  inpat  of  these  forest  lands ^re  elided  a=  c^pj-’r-oraial 
f rarest  Lands  and  Listed  as  restricted  or  noo“ restricted , we  must 
cor-sider  thein  availible  for  for'^^t  ziejaagenient  activities  (a©*  John 
Day  9MP,  1905). 

Some  of  thfft*  conaeroiil  forest  land  acres  are  listed  as  vithdrawn 
from  the  tiirber  base.  Efforts  to’  ope  a up  luore  land  for  tinhe- 
harvesting  within  this  corridor  is  very  unlikely  in  this  decade. 

The  foroflta  of  the  hi-hway  and  above  the  I*ee  Falla  area  are 

in  T.  16S.  , fi.  27E'.  Th*  history  of  timber  harvestlnff  within 
township  haa  been  similar  to  harvest  ins  ■^3^  3LM  coQEerctai 

forest  lands  uithin  this  District,  That  ia,  all  harvesting  has 
been  the  vartial  cutting  method^  vhicb  includes  overs  tor  y removal 
of  50  - TO'sc  gf  the  overs  to  (na-Dure,  £tid/or  decadent  older  tr*as) 

and  ccmnercial  thinning^  Charvesting  of  cOBtEercial  sired  trees  down 
to  10  inches  diameter  breast  hei;fhti  (DBH)  J to  a.  24  - 36  foot  leave 
traa  ageing. 

Tiaiber  harvesting  vitb-in  this  township  has  been  rather  Light  over 
the  past  50  years,  e»F=oially  within  the  i/4  mili  corridcr  of  the 
river.  Within  this  corridor,  salvage  harvest  of  under  5 tlEF  each 
have  taken  place  in  th*  years  of  iS^lj  iSfiS,  1965,  and  1961. 

The  only  regular  tiiuber  harvest  operation  within  tbin  townebi?  and 
within  one  niil*  of  the  east  side  of  th*  river  took  pise*  in  1554. 
Within  this  timber  sale  o£  2.2  snillion  bonrd  feet  {MHBF)  , ‘^the 
western  boundaries  of  the  uiiita  closest  to  the  river^  (three  of  the 
twelve  units war*  approximately  1/2  mil*  from  th*  east  side  of 
the  river,  la  addition,  all  three  of  these  units  77«re  above  and 
veil  beygnd  the  top  q£  the  riias  alonj  the -east  banks  of  the  river* 

Included  within  this  1S64  tinber  sale,  no  new  road  construction 
took  place*  AH  road  work  was  Maintenance  and  renovation  only,_ 
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fOi?  acv ivi-t  1*3 east  the  ^-Iver  aud  within 

A timber  Iwrvcst  operation  la  sciicdulsd.  f^r  1996  ot  1997, 
is  a pX Armed  h^licppter  yarding  operation  and  no  unit 

^danncd  within  1/4  sile  of  the  river. 

result  of  the  preoedlt^  discussiotj  it  he  determined,  th* 

■ logging  activities  have  no  adverse  impact  on  the  our-xer: 
A£id  habitat  valuea  of  this  oerridor.  The  futwr*i  1956-97^ 
^^yY^at  op*ration  should  have  uo  adverse  impacts  on  the 
o£  the  subject  corridor. 


I I I T ■ ^ 
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APPENDIX  J STANDARDS  FOR 
RANGELAND  HEALTH 

AND 

GUIDELINES  FOR  LIVESTOCK 
GRAZING  MANAGEMENT 

FOR 

PUBLIC  LANDS  ADMINISTERED  BY  THE 
BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 
IN  THE  STATES  OF  OREGON  AND 

WASHINGTON 

AUGUST  12, 1997 
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Standards  for  Rangeland  Health  and 
Guidelines  for  Livestock  Grazing 
Management  for  Public  Lands  in  Oregon  and 
Washington 

Introduction 

These  Standards  for  Rangeland  Health  and  Guidelines  for  Livestock  Grazing  Management  for  Public  Lands  in 
Oregon  and  Washington  were  developed  in  consultation  with  Resource  Advisory  Councils  and  Provincial 
Advisory  Committees,  tribes  and  others.  These  standards  and  guidelines  meet  the  requirements  and  intent  of  43 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Subpart  4180  (Rangeland  Health)  and  are  to  be  used  as  presented,  in  their 
entirety.  These  standards  and  guidelines  are  intended  to  provide  a clear  statement  of  agency  policy  and 
direction  for  those  who  use  public  lands  for  livestock  grazing,  and  for  those  who  are  responsible  for  their 
management  and  accountable  for  their  condition.  Nothing  in  this  document  should  be  interpreted  as  an 
abrogation  of  Federal  trust  responsibilities  in  protection  of  treaty  rights  of  Indian  tribes  or  any  other  statutory 
responsibilities  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act,  the  Clean  Water  Act,  and  the  Endangered 
Species  Act. 

Fundamentals  of  Rangeland  Health 

The  objectives  of  the  rangeland  health  regulations  referred  to  above  are:  “to  promote  healthy  sustainable 
rangeland  ecosystems;  to  accelerate  restoration  and  improvement  of  public  rangelands  to  properly  functioning 
conditions: . . . and  to  provide  for  the  sustainability  of  the  western  livestock  industry  and  communities  that  are 
dependent  upon  productive,  healthy  public  rangelands.” 

To  help  meet  these  objectives,  the  regulations  on  rangeland  health  identify  fundamental  principles  providing 
direction  to  the  States,  districts,  and  on-the-ground  public  land  managers  and  users  in  the  management  and  use 
of  rangeland  ecosystems. 

A hierarchy,  or  order,  of  ecological  function  and  process  exists  within  each  ecosystem.  The  rangeland 
ecosystem  consists  of  four  primary,  interactive  components:  a physical  component,  a biological  component,  a 
social  component,  and  an  economic  component.  This  perspective  implies  that  the  physical  function  of  an 
ecosystem  supports  the  biological  health,  diversity  and  productivity  of  that  system.  In  turn,  the  interaction  of  the 
physical  and  biological  components  of  the  ecosystem  provides  the  basic  needs  of  society  and  supports 
economic  use  and  potential. 

The  Fundamentals  of  Rangeland  Health  stated  in  43  CFR  4180  are: 

1 . Watersheds  are  in,  or  are  making  significant  progress  toward,  properly  functioning  physical  condition, 
including  their  upland,  riparian-wetland,  and  aquatic  components;  soil  and  plant  conditions  support 
infiltration,  soil  moisture  storage  and  the  release  of  water  that  are  in  balance  with  climate  and  landform  and 
maintain  or  improve  water  quality,  water  quantity  and  the  timing  and  duration  of  flow. 

2.  Ecological  processes,  including  the  hydrologic  cycle,  nutrient  cycle  and  energy  flow,  are  maintained,  or 
there  is  significant  progress  toward  their  attainment,  in  order  to  support  healthy  biotic  populations  and 
communities. 

3.  Water  quality  complies  with  State  water  quality  standards  and  achieves,  or  is  making  significant  progress 
toward  achieving,  established  Bureau  of  Land  Management  objectives  such  as  meeting  wildlife  needs. 
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4.  Habitats  are,  or  are  making  significant  progress  toward  being,  restored  or  maintained  for  Federal 

threatened  and  endangered  species.  Federal  Proposed,  Category  1 and  2 Federal  candidate  and  other 
special  status  species. 

The  fundamentals  of  rangeland  health  combine  the  basic  precepts  of  physical  function  and  biological  health  with 
elements  of  law  relating  to  water  quality,  and  plant  and  animal  populations  and  communities.  They  provide 
direction  in  the  development  and  implementation  of  the  standards  for  rangeland  health. 

Standards  for  Rangeland  Health 

The  standards  for  rangeland  health  (standards),  based  on  the  above  fundamentals,  are  expressions  of  the 
physical  and  biological  condition  or  degree  of  function  necessary  to  sustain  healthy  rangeland  ecosystems. 
Although  the  focus  of  these  standards  is  on  domestic  livestock  grazing  on  Bureau  of  Land  Management  lands, 
on-the-ground  decisions  must  consider  the  effects  and  impacts  of  all  uses. 

Standards  that  address  the  physical  components  of  rangeland  ecosystems  focus  on  the  roles  and  interactions  of 
geology  and  landform,  soil,  climate  and  water  as  they  govern  watershed  function  and  soil  stability.  The  biological 
components  addressed  in  the  standards  focus  on  the  roles  and  interactions  of  plants,  animals  and  microbes 
(producers,  consumers  and  decomposers),  and  their  habitats  in  the  ecosystem.  The  biological  component  of 
rangeland  ecosystems  is  supported  by  physical  function  of  the  system,  and  it  is  recognized  that  biological  activity 
also  influences  and  supports  many  of  the  ecosystem’s  physical  functions. 

Guidance  contained  in  43  CFR  4180  of  the  regulations  directs  management  toward  the  maintenance  or 
restoration  of  the  physical  function  and  biological  health  of  rangeland  ecosystems.  Focusing  on  the  basic 
ecological  health  and  function  of  rangelands  is  expected  to  provide  for  the  maintenance,  enhancement,  or 
creation  of  future  social  and  economic  options. 

The  standards  are  based  upon  the  ecological  potential  and  capability  of  each  site.  In  assessing  a site’s  condition 
or  degree  of  function,  it  must  be  understood  that  the  evaluation  compares  each  site  to  its  own  potential  or 
capability.  Potential  and  capability  are  defined  as  follows: 

Potential-The  highest  level  of  condition  or  degree  of  function  a site  can  attain  given  no  political,  social  or 
economic  constraints. 

Capability-The  highest  level  of  condition  or  degree  of  function  a site  can  attain  given  certain  political,  social  or 
economic  constraints.  For  example,  these  constraints  might  include  riparian  areas  permanently  occupied  by  a 
highway  or  railroad  bed  that  prevent  the  stream’s  full  access  to  its  original  flood  plain.  If  such  constraints  are 
removed,  the  site  may  be  able  to  move  toward  its  potential. 

In  designing  and  implementing  management  strategies  to  meet  the  standards  of  rangeland  health,  the  potential 
of  the  site  must  be  identified,  and  any  constraints  recognized,  in  order  that  plan  goals  and  objectives  are  realistic 
and  physically  and  economically  achievable. 

Standards  and  Guidelines  in  Relation  to  the  Planning 
Process 

The  standards  apply  to  the  goals  of  land  use  plans,  activity  plans,  and  project  plans  (Allotment  Management 
Plans,  Annual  Operating  Plans,  Habitat  Management  Plans,  etc.).  They  establish  the  physical  and  biological 
conditions  or  degree  of  function  toward  which  management  of  publicly-owned  rangeland  is  to  be  directed.  In  the 
development  of  a plan,  direction  provided  by  the  standards  and  the  social  and  economic  needs  expressed  by 
local  communities  and  individuals  are  brought  together  in  formulating  the  goal(s)  of  that  plan. 

When  the  standards  and  the  social  and  economic  goals  of  the  planning  participants  are  woven  together  in  the 
plan  goal(s),  the  quantifiable,  time  specific  objective(s)  of  the  plan  are  then  developed.  Objectives  describe  and 


112 


Appendices 

quantify  the  desired  future  conditions  to  be  achieved  within  a specified  timeframe.  Each  plan  objective  should 
address  the  physical,  biological,  social  and  economic  elements  identified  in  the  plan  goal. 

Standards  apply  to  all  ecological  sites  and  land  forms  on  public  rangelands  throughout  Oregon  and  Washington. 
The  standards  require  site-specific  information  for  full  on-ground  usability.  For  each  standard,  a set  of  indicators 
is  identified  for  use  in  tailoring  the  standards  to  site-specific  situations.  These  indicators  are  used  for  rangeland 
ecosystem  assessments  and  monitoring  and  for  developing  terms  and  conditions  for  permits  and  leases  that 
achieve  the  plan  goal. 

Guidelines  for  livestock  grazing  management  offer  guidance  in  achieving  the  plan  goal  and  objectives.  The 
guidelines  outline  practices,  methods,  techniques  and  considerations  used  to  ensure  that  progress  is  achieved  in 
a way,  and  at  a rate,  that  meets  the  plan  goal  and  objectives. 

Indicators  of  Rangeland  Health 

The  condition  or  degree  of  function  of  a site  in  relation  to  the  standards  and  its  trend  toward  or  away  from  any 
standard  is  determined  through  the  use  of  reliable  and  scientifically  sound  indicators.  The  consistent  application 
of  such  indicators  can  provide  an  objective  view  of  the  condition  and  trend  of  a site  when  used  by  trained 
observers. 

For  example,  the  amount  and  distribution  of  ground  cover  can  be  used  to  indicate  that  infiltration  at  the  soil 
surface  can  take  place  as  described  in  the  standard  relating  to  upland  watershed  function.  In  applying  this 
indicator,  the  specific  levels  of  plant  cover  necessary  to  support  infiltration  in  a particular  soil  should  be  identified 
using  currently  available  information  from  reference  areas,  if  they  exist;  from  technical  sources  like  soil  survey 
reports.  Ecological  Site  Inventories,  and  Ecological  Site  Descriptions,  or  from  other  existing  reference  materials. 
Reference  areas  are  lands  that  best  represent  the  potential  of  a specific  ecological  site  in  both  physical  function 
and  biological  health.  In  many  instances  potential  reference  areas  are  identified  in  Ecological  Site  Descriptions 
and  are  referred  to  as  “type  locations.”  In  the  absence  of  suitable  reference  areas,  the  selection  of  indicators  to 
be  used  in  measuring  or  judging  condition  or  function  should  be  made  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  of 
experienced  professionals  and  other  trained  individuals. 

Not  all  indicators  identified  for  each  standard  are  expected  to  be  employed  in  every  situation.  Criteria  for 
selecting  appropriate  indicators  and  methods  of  measurement  and  observation  include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  1 . 
the  relationship  between  the  attribute(s)  being  measured  or  observed  and  the  desired  outcome;  2.  the 
relationship  between  the  activity  (e.g.,  livestock  grazing)  and  the  attribute(s)  being  measured  or  observed;  and  3. 
funds  and  workforce  available  to  conduct  the  measurements  or  observations. 

Assessments  and  Monitoring 

The  standards  are  the  basis  for  assessing  and  monitoring  rangeland  condition  and  trend.  Carrying  out  well- 
designed  assessment  and  monitoring  is  critical  to  restoring  or  maintaining  healthy  rangelands  and  determining 
trends  and  conditions. 

Assessments  are  a cursory  form  of  evaluation  based  on  the  standards  that  can  be  used  at  different  landscape 
scales.  Assessments,  conducted  by  qualified  interdisciplinary  teams  (which  may  include  but  are  not  limited  to 
physical,  biological  and  social  specialists,  and  interagency  personnel)  with  participation  from  permittees  and 
other  interested  parties,  are  appropriate  at  the  watershed  and  sub-watershed  levels,  at  the  allotment  and  pasture 
levels  and  on  individual  ecological  sites  or  groups  of  sites.  Assessments  identify  the  condition  or  degree  of 
function  within  the  rangeland  ecosystem  and  indicate  resource  problems  and  issues  that  should  be  monitored  or 
studied  in  more  detail.  The  results  of  assessments  are  a valuable  tool  for  managers  in  assigning  priorities  within 
an  administrative  area  and  the  subsequent  allocation  of  personnel,  money  and  time  in  resource  monitoring  and 
treatment.  The  results  of  assessments  may  also  be  used  in  making  management  decisions  where  an  obvious 
problem  exists. 
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Monitoring,  which  is  the  well  documented  and  orderly  collection,  analysis  and  interpretation  of  resource  data, 
serves  as  the  basis  for  determining  trends  in  the  condition  or  degree  of  function  of  rangeland  resources  and  for 
making  management  decisions.  Monitoring  should  be  designed  and  carried  out  to  identify  trends  in  resource 
conditions,  to  point  out  resource  problems,  to  help  indicate  the  cause  of  such  problems,  to  point  out  solutions, 
and/or  to  contribute  to  adaptive  management  decisions.  In  cases  where  monitoring  data  do  not  exist, 
professional  judgement,  supported  by  interdisciplinary  team  recommendation,  may  be  relied  upon  by  the 
authorized  officer  in  order  to  take  necessary  action.  Review  and  evaluation  of  new  information  must  be  an 
ongoing  activity. 

To  be  effective,  monitoring  must  be  consistent  over  time,  throughout  administrative  areas,  and  in  the  methods  of 
measurement  and  observation  of  selected  indicators.  Those  doing  the  monitoring  must  have  the  knowledge  and 
skill  required  by  the  level  or  intensity  of  the  monitoring  being  done,  as  well  as  the  experience  to  properly  interpret 
the  results.  Technical  support  for  training  must  be  made  available. 

Measurability 

It  is  recognized  that  not  every  area  will  immediately  meet  the  standards  and  that  it  will  sometimes  be  a long-term 
process  to  restore  some  rangelands  to  properly  functioning  condition.  It  is  intended  that  in  cases  where 
standards  are  not  being  met,  measurable  progress  should  be  made  toward  achieving  those  standards,  and 
significant  progress  should  be  made  toward  fulfilling  the  fundamentals  of  rangeland  health.  Measurability  is 
defined  on  a case-specific  basis  based  upon  the  stated  planning  objectives  (i.e.,  quantifiable,  time  specific), 
taking  into  account  economic  and  social  goals  along  with  the  biological  and  ecological  capability  of  the  area.  To 
the  extent  that  a rate  of  recovery  conforms  with  the  planning  objectives,  the  area  is  allowed  the  time  to  meet  the 
standard  under  the  selected  management  regime. 

Implementation 

The  material  contained  in  this  document  will  be  incorporated  into  existing  Land  Use  Plans  and  used  in  the 
development  of  new  Land  Use  Plans.  According  to  43  CFR  4130.3-1,  permits  and  leases  shall  incorporate 
terms  and  conditions  that  ensure  conformance  with  43  CFR  4180.  Terms  and  conditions  of  existing  permits  and 
leases  will  be  modified  to  reflect  standards  and  guidelines  at  the  earliest  possible  date  with  priority  for 
modification  being  at  the  discretion  of  the  authorized  officer.  Terms  and  conditions  of  new  permits  and  leases 
will  reflect  standards  and  guidelines  in  their  development. 

Indicators  identified  in  this  document  will  serve  as  a focus  of  interpretation  of  existing  monitoring  data  and  will 
provide  the  basis  of  design  for  monitoring  and  assessment  techniques,  and  in  the  development  of  monitoring  and 
assessment  plans. 

The  authorized  officer  shall  take  appropriate  action  as  soon  as  practicable  but  not  later  than  the  start  of  the  next 
grazing  year  upon  determining,  through  assessment  or  monitoring  by  experienced  professionals  and 
interdisciplinary  teams,  that  a standard  is  not  being  achieved  and  that  livestock  are  a significant  contributing 
factor  to  the  failure  to  achieve  the  standards  and  conform  with  the  guidelines. 
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Standards  for  Rangeland  Health 

Standard  1 Watershed  Function  - Uplands 

Upland  soils  exhibit  infiltration  and  permeability  rates,  moisture  storage  and  stability  that  are 
appropriate  to  soil,  climate  and  landform. 

Rationale  and  Intent 

This  standard  focuses  on  the  basic  physical  functions  of  upland  soils  that  support  plant  growth,  the  maintenance 
or  development  of  plant  populations  and  communities,  and  promote  dependable  flows  of  quality  water  from  the 
watershed. 

To  achieve  and  sustain  rangeland  health,  watersheds  must  function  properly.  Watersheds  consist  of  three 
principle  components:  the  uplands,  riparian/wetland  areas  and  the  aquatic  zone.  This  standard  addresses  the 
upland  component  of  the  watershed.  When  functioning  properly,  within  its  potential,  a watershed  captures, 
stores  and  safely  releases  the  moisture  associated  with  normal  precipitation  events  (equal  to  or  less  than  the  25 
year,  5 hour  event)  that  falls  within  its  boundaries.  Uplands  make  up  the  largest  part  of  the  watershed  and  are 
where  most  of  the  moisture  received  during  precipitation  events  is  captured  and  stored. 

While  all  watersheds  consist  of  similar  components  and  processes,  each  is  unique  in  its  individual  makeup. 

Each  watershed  displays  its  own  pattern  of  landform  and  soil,  its  unique  climate  and  weather  patterns,  and  its 
own  history  of  use  and  current  condition.  In  directing  management  toward  achieving  this  standard,  it  is  essential 
to  treat  each  unit  of  the  landscape  (soil,  ecological  site,  and  watershed)  according  to  its  own  capability  and  how  it 
fits  with  both  smaller  and  larger  units  of  the  landscape. 

A set  of  potential  indicators  has  been  identified  for  which  site-specific  criteria  will  be  used  to  determine  if  this 
standard  is  being  met.  The  appropriate  indicators  to  be  used  in  determining  attainment  of  the  standard  should 
be  drawn  from  the  following  list. 

Potential  Indicators 

Protection  of  the  soil  surface  from  raindrop  impact;  detention  of  overland  flow;  maintenance  of  infiltration  and 
permeability,  and  protection  of  the  soil  surface  from  erosion,  consistent  with  the  potential/capability  of  the  site,  as 
evidenced  by  the: 

• amount  and  distribution  of  plant  cover  (including  forest  canopy  cover); 

• amount  and  distribution  of  plant  litter; 

• accumulation/incorporation  of  organic  matter; 

• amount  and  distribution  of  bare  ground; 

• amount  and  distribution  of  rock,  stone,  and  gravel; 

• plant  composition  and  community  structure; 

• thickness  and  continuity  of  A horizon; 

• character  of  microrelief; 

• presence  and  integrity  of  biotic  crusts; 

• root  occupancy  of  the  soil  profile; 

• biological  activity  (plant,  animal,  and  insect);  and 

• absence  of  accelerated  erosion  and  overland  flow. 

Soil  and  plant  conditions  promote  moisture  storage  as  evidenced  by: 

• amount  and  distribution  of  plant  cover  (including  forest  canopy  cover); 

• amount  and  distribution  of  plant  litter; 

• plant  composition  and  community  structure;  and 

• accumulation/incorporation  of  organic  matter. 
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Standard  2 Watershed  Function  - Riparian/Wetland  Areas 

Riparian-wetland  areas  are  in  properly  functioning  physical  condition  appropriate  to  soil,  climate,  and  landform. 

Rationale  and  intent 

Riparian-wetland  areas  are  grouped  into  two  major  categories:  1 . lentic,  or  standing  water  systems  such  as 
lakes,  ponds,  seeps,  bogs,  and  meadows;  and  2.  lotic,  or  moving  water  systems  such  as  rivers,  streams,  and 
springs.  Wetlands  are  areas  that  are  inundated  or  saturated  by  surface  or  ground  water  at  a frequency  and 
duration  to  support,  and  which  under  normal  circumstances  do  support,  a prevalence  of  vegetation  typically 
adapted  to  life  in  saturated  soil  conditions.  Riparian  areas  commonly  occupy  the  transition  zone  between  the 
uplands  and  surface  water  bodies  (the  aquatic  zone)  or  permanently  saturated  wetlands. 

Properly  functioning  condition  of  riparian  and  wetland  areas  describes  the  degree  of  physical  function  of  these 
components  of  the  watershed.  Their  functionality  is  important  to  water  quality  in  the  capture  and  retention  of 
sediment  and  debris,  the  detention  and  detoxification  of  pollutants,  and  in  moderating  seasonal  extremes  of 
water  temperature.  Properly  functioning  riparian  areas  and  wetlands  enhance  the  timing  and  duration  of 
streamflow  through  dissipation  of  flood  energy,  improved  bank  storage,  and  ground  water  recharge.  Properly 
functioning  condition  should  not  be  confused  with  the  Desired  Plant  Community  (DPC)  or  the  Desired  Future 
Condition  (DFC)  since,  in  most  cases,  it  is  the  precursor  to  these  levels  of  resource  condition  and  is  required  for 
their  attainment. 

A set  of  indicators  has  been  identified  for  which  site-specific  criteria  will  be  used  to  determine  if  this  standard  is 
being  met.  The  criteria  are  based  upon  the  potential  (or  upon  the  capability  where  potential  cannot  be  achieved) 
of  individual  sites  or  land  forms. 

Potential  Indicators 

Hydrologic,  vegetative,  and  erosional/depositional  processes  interact  in  supporting  physical  function,  consistent 
with  the  potential  or  capability  of  the  site,  as  evidenced  by: 

• frequency  of  floodplain/wetland  inundation; 

• plant  composition,  age  class  distribution,  and  community  structure; 

• root  mass; 

• point  bars  revegetating; 

• streambank/shoreline  stability; 

• riparian  area  width; 

• sediment  deposition; 

• active/stable  beaver  dams; 

• coarse/large  woody  debris; 

• upland  watershed  conditions; 

• frequency/duration  of  soil  saturation;  and 

• water  table  fluctuation. 

Stream  channel  characteristics  are  appropriate  for  landscape  position  as  evidenced  by: 

• channel  width/depth  ratio; 

• channel  sinuosity; 

• gradient; 

• rocks  and  coarse  and/or  large  woody  debris; 

• overhanging  banks; 

• pool/riffle  ratio; 

• pool  size  and  frequency;  and 

• stream  embeddedness. 
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Standard  3 Ecological  Processes 

Healthy,  productive  and  diverse  plant  and  animal  populations  and  communities  appropriate  to  soil,  climate  and 
landform  are  supported  by  ecological  processes  of  nutrient  cycling,  energy  flow  and  the  hydrologic  cycle. 

Rationale  and  Intent 

This  standard  addresses  the  ecological  processes  of  energy  flow  and  nutrient  cycling  as  influenced  by  existing 
and  desired  plant  and  animal  communities  without  establishing  the  kinds,  amounts  or  proportions  of  plant  and 
animal  community  compositions.  While  emphasis  may  be  on  native  species,  an  ecological  site  may  be  capable 
of  supporting  a number  of  different  native  and  introduced  plant  and  animal  populations  and  communities  while 
meeting  this  standard.  This  standard  also  addresses  the  hydrologic  cycle  which  is  essential  for  plant  growth  and 
appropriate  levels  of  energy  flow  and  nutrient  cycling.  Standards  1 and  2 address  the  watershed  aspects  of  the 
hydrologic  cycle. 

With  few  exceptions,  all  life  on  earth  is  supported  by  the  energy  supplied  by  the  sun  and  captured  by  plants  in 
the  process  of  photosynthesis.  This  energy  enters  the  food  chain  when  plants  are  consumed  by  insects  and 
herbivores  and  passes  upward  through  the  food  chain  to  the  carnivores.  Eventually,  the  energy  reaches  the 
decomposers  and  is  released  as  the  thermal  output  of  decomposition  or  through  oxidation. 

The  ability  of  plants  to  capture  sunlight  energy,  to  grow  and  develop,  to  play  a role  in  soil  development  and 
watershed  function,  to  provide  habitat  for  wildlife  and  to  support  economic  uses  depends  on  the  availability  of 
nutrients  and  moisture.  Nutrients  necessary  for  plant  growth  are  made  available  to  plants  through  the 
decomposition  and  metabolization  of  organic  matter  by  insects,  bacteria  and  fungi,  the  weathering  of  rocks  and 
extraction  from  the  atmosphere.  Nutrients  are  transported  through  the  soil  by  plant  uptake,  leaching  and  by 
rodent,  insect  and  microbial  activity.  They  follow  cyclical  patterns  as  they  are  used  and  reused  by  living 
organisms. 

The  ability  of  rangelands  to  supply  resources  and  satisfy  social  and  economic  needs  depends  on  the  buildup  and 
cycling  of  nutrients  over  time.  Interrupting  or  slowing  nutrient  cycling  can  lead  to  site  degradation,  as  these 
lands  become  increasingly  deficient  in  the  nutrients  plants  require. 

Some  plant  communities,  because  of  past  use,  frequent  fire  or  other  histories  of  extreme  or  continued 
disturbance,  are  incapable  of  meeting  this  standard.  For  example,  shallow-rooted  winter-annual  grasses  that 
completely  dominate  some  sites  do  not  fully  occupy  the  potential  rooting  depth  of  some  soils,  thereby  reducing 
nutrient  cycling  well  below  optimum  levels.  In  addition,  these  plants  have  a relatively  short  growth  period  and 
thus  capture  less  sunlight  than  more  diverse  plant  communities.  Plant  communities  like  those  cited  in  this 
example  are  considered  to  have  crossed  the  threshold  of  recovery  and  often  require  great  expense  to  be 
recovered.  The  cost  of  recovery  must  be  weighed  against  the  site’s  potential  ecological/economic  value  in 
establishing  treatment  priorities. 

The  role  of  fire  in  natural  ecosystems  should  be  considered,  whether  it  acts  as  a primary  driver  or  only  as  one  of 
many  factors.  It  may  play  a significant  role  in  both  nutrient  cycling  and  energy  flows. 

A set  of  indicators  has  been  identified  for  which  site-specific  criteria  will  be  used  to  determine  if  this  standard  is 
being  met. 

Potential  Indicators 

Photosynthesis  is  effectively  occurring  throughout  the  potential  growing  season,  consistent  with  the  potential/ 
capability  of  the  site,  as  evidenced  by  plant  composition  and  community  structure. 

Nutrient  cycling  is  occurring  effectively,  consistent  with  the  potential/capability  of  the  site,  as  evidenced  by: 

• plant  composition  and  community  structure; 

• accumulation,  distribution,  incorporation  of  plant  litter  and  organic  matter  into  the  soil; 
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• animal  community  structure  and  composition; 

• root  occupancy  in  the  soil  profile;  and 

• biological  activity  including  plant  growth,  herbivory,  and  rodent,  insect  and  microbial  activity. 
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Standard  4 Water  Quality 

Surface  water  and  groundwater  quality,  influenced  by  agency  actions,  complies  with  State  water  quality 
standards. 

Rationale  and  Intent 

The  quality  of  the  water  yielded  by  a watershed  is  determined  by  the  physical  and  chemical  properties  of  the 
geology  and  soils  unique  to  the  watershed,  the  prevailing  climate  and  weather  patterns,  current  resource 
conditions,  the  uses  to  which  the  land  is  put  and  the  quality  of  the  management  of  those  uses.  Standards  1 , 2 
and  3 contribute  to  attaining  this  standard. 

States  are  legally  required  to  establish  water  quality  standards  and  Federal  land  management  agencies  are  to 
comply  with  those  standards.  In  mixed  ownership  watersheds,  agencies,  like  any  other  land  owners,  have  limited 
influence  on  the  quality  of  the  water  yielded  by  the  watershed.  The  actions  taken  by  the  agency  will  contribute  to 
meeting  State  water  quality  standards  during  the  period  that  water  crosses  agency  administered  holdings. 

Potential  Indicators 

Water  quality  meets  applicable  water  quality  standards  as  evidenced  by: 

• water  temperature: 

• dissolved  oxygen; 

• fecal  conform; 

• turbidity; 

• pH; 

• populations  of  aquatic  organisms;  and 

• effects  on  beneficial  uses  (i.e.,  effects  of  management  activities  on  beneficial  uses  as  defined  under  the 
Clean  Water  Act  and  State  implementing  regulations). 
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Standard  5 Native,  T&E,  and  Locally  Important  Species 

Habitats  support  healthy,  productive  and  diverse  populations  and  communities  of  native  plants  and  animals 
(including  special  status  species  and  species  of  local  importance)  appropriate  to  soil,  climate  and  landform. 

Rationale  and  Intent 

Federal  agencies  are  mandated  to  protect  threatened  and  endangered  species  and  will  take  appropriate  action 
to  avoid  the  listing  of  any  species.  This  standard  focuses  on  retaining  and  restoring  native  plant  and  animal 
(including  fish)  species,  populations  and  communities  (including  threatened,  endangered  and  other  special 
status  species  and  species  of  local  importance).  In  meeting  the  standard,  native  plant  communities  and  animal 
habitats  would  be  spatially  distributed  across  the  landscape  with  a density  and  frequency  of  species  suitable  to 
ensure  reproductive  capability  and  sustainability.  Plant  populations  and  communities  would  exhibit  a range  of 
age  classes  necessary  to  sustain  recruitment  and  mortality  fluctuations. 

Potential  Indicators 

Essential  habitat  elements  for  species,  populations  and  communities  are  present  and  available,  consistent  with 
the  potential/capability  of  the  landscape,  as  evidenced  by: 

• plant  community  composition,  age  class  distribution,  productivity; 

• animal  community  composition,  productivity; 

• habitat  elements; 

• spatial  distribution  of  habitat; 

• habitat  connectivity;  and 

• population  stability/resilience. 
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Guidelines  for  Livestock  Grazing 
Management 

Guidelines  for  livestock  grazing  management  offer  guidance  in  achieving  plan  goals,  meeting  standards  for 
rangeland  health  and  fulfilling  the  fundamentals  of  rangeland  health.  Guidelines  are  applied  in  accordance  with 
the  capabilities  of  the  resource  in  consultation,  cooperation,  and  coordination  with  permittees/lessees  and  the 
interested  public.  Guidelines  enable  managers  to  adjust  grazing  management  on  public  lands  to  meet  current 
and  anticipated  climatic  and  biological  conditions. 

General  Guidelines 

1.  Involve  diverse  interests  in  rangeland  assessment,  planning  and  monitoring. 

2.  Assessment  and  monitoring  are  essential  to  the  management  of  rangelands,  especially  in  areas  where 
resource  problems  exist  or  issues  arise.  Monitoring  should  proceed  using  a qualitative  method  of 
assessment  to  identify  critical,  site-specific  problems  or  issues  using  interdisciplinary  teams  of  specialists, 
managers,  and  knowledgeable  land  users. 

Once  identified,  critical,  site-specific  problems  or  issues  should  be  targeted  for  more  intensive,  quantitative 
monitoring  or  investigation.  Priority  for  monitoring  and  treatment  should  be  given  to  those  areas  that  are 
ecologically  at-risk  where  benefits  can  be  maximized  given  existing  budgets  and  other  resources. 

Livestock  Grazing  Management 

1 . The  season,  timing,  frequency,  duration  and  intensity  of  livestock  grazing  use  should  be  based  on  the 
physical  and  biological  characteristics  of  the  site  and  the  management  unit  in  order  to: 

a.  provide  adequate  cover  (live  plants,  plant  litter  and  residue)  to  promote  infiltration,  conserve  soil  moisture 
and  to  maintain  soil  stability  in  upland  areas; 

b.  provide  adequate  cover  and  plant  community  structure  to  promote  streambank  stability,  debris  and 
sediment  capture,  and  floodwater  energy  dissipation  in  riparian  areas. 

c.  promote  soil  surface  conditions  that  support  infiltration; 

d.  avoid  sub-surface  soil  compaction  that  retards  the  movement  of  water  in  the  soil  profile; 

e.  help  prevent  the  increase  and  spread  of  noxious  weeds; 

f.  maintain  or  restore  diverse  plant  populations  and  communities  that  fully  occupy  the  potential  rooting 
volume  of  the  soil; 

g.  maintain  or  restore  plant  communities  to  promote  photosynthesis  throughout  the  potential  growing 
season; 

h.  promote  soil  and  site  conditions  that  provide  the  opportunity  for  the  establishment  of  desirable  plants; 

I.  protect  or  restore  water  quality;  and 

j.  provide  for  the  life  cycle  requirements,  and  maintain  or  restore  the  habitat  elements  of  native  (including 
T&E,  special  status,  and  locally  important  species)  and  desired  plants  and  animals. 
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2.  Grazing  management  plans  should  be  tailored  to  site-specific  conditions  and  plan  objectives.  Livestock 
grazing  should  be  coordinated  with  the  timing  of  precipitation,  plant  growth  and  plant  form.  Soil  moisture, 
plant  growth  stage  and  the  timing  of  peak  stream  flows  are  key  factors  in  determining  when  to  graze. 
Response  to  different  grazing  strategies  varies  with  differing  ecological  sites. 

3.  Grazing  management  systems  should  consider  nutritional  and  herd  health  requirements  of  the  livestock. 

4.  Integrate  grazing  management  systems  into  the  year-round  management  strategy  and  resources  of  the 
permittee(s)  or  lessee(s).  Consider  the  use  of  collaborative  approaches  (e.g..  Coordinated  Resource 
Management,  Working  Groups)  in  this  integration. 

5.  Consider  competition  for  forage  and  browse  among  livestock,  big  game  animals,  and  wild  horses  in 
designing  and  implementing  a grazing  plan. 

6.  Provide  periodic  rest  from  grazing  for  rangeland  vegetation  during  critical  growth  periods  to  promote  plant 
vigor,  reproduction  and  productivity. 

7.  Range  improvement  practices  should  be  prioritized  to  promote  rehabilitation  and  resolve  grazing  concerns 
on  transitory  grazing  land. 

8.  Consider  the  potential  for  conflict  between  grazing  use  on  public  land  and  adjoining  land  uses  in  the  design 
and  implementation  of  a grazing  management  plan. 

Facilitating  the  Management  of  Livestock  Grazing 

1 . The  use  of  practices  to  facilitate  the  implementation  of  grazing  systems  should  consider  the  kind  and  class 
of  animals  managed,  indigenous  wildlife,  wild  horses,  the  terrain  and  the  availability  of  water.  Practices 
such  as  fencing,  herding,  water  development,  and  the  placement  of  salt  and  supplements  (where 
authorized)  are  used  where  appropriate  to: 

a.  promote  livestock  distribution; 

b.  encourage  a uniform  level  of  proper  grazing  use  throughout  the  grazing  unit; 

c.  avoid  unwanted  or  damaging  concentrations  of  livestock  on  streambanks,  in  riparian  areas  and  other 
sensitive  areas  such  as  highly  erodible  soils,  unique  wildlife  habitats  and  plant  communities;  and 

d.  protect  water  quality. 

2.  Roads  and  trails  used  to  facilitate  livestock  grazing  are  constructed  and  maintained  in  a manner  that 
minimizes  the  effects  on  landscape  hydrology;  concentration  of  overland  flow,  erosion  and  sediment 
transport  are  prevented;  and  subsurface  flows  are  retained. 

Accelerating  Rangeland  Recovery 

1 . Upland  treatments  that  alter  the  vegetative  composition  of  a site,  like  prescribed  burning,  juniper 
management  and  seedings  or  plantings  must  be  based  on  the  potential  of  the  site  and  should: 

a.  retain  or  promote  infiltration,  permeability,  and  soil  moisture  storage; 

b.  contribute  to  nutrient  cycling  and  energy  flow; 

c.  protect  water  quality; 
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d.  help  prevent  the  increase  and  spread  of  noxious  weeds; 

e.  contribute  to  the  diversity  of  plant  communities,  and  plant  community  composition  and  structure; 

f.  support  the  conservation  of  T&E,  other  special  status  species  and  species  of  local  importance;  and 

g.  be  followed  up  with  grazing  management  and  other  treatments  that  extend  the  life  of  the  treatment  and 
address  the  cause  of  the  original  treatment  need. 

2.  Seedings  and  plantings  of  non-native  vegetation  should  only  be  used  in  those  cases  where  native  species 
are  not  available  in  sufficient  quantities;  where  native  species  are  incapable  of  maintaining  or  achieving  the 
standards;  or  where  non-native  species  are  essential  to  the  functional  integrity  of  the  site. 

3.  Structural  and  vegetative  treatments  and  animal  introductions  in  riparian  and  wetland  areas  must  be 
compatible  with  the  capability  of  the  site,  including  the  system’s  hydrologic  regime,  and  contribute  to  the 
maintenance  or  restoration  of  properly  functioning  condition. 

Glossary 

Appropriate  action-implementing  actions  pursuant  to  subparts  4110,  4120,  4130  and  4160  of  the  regulations 
that  will  result  in  significant  progress  toward  fulfillment  of  the  standards  and  significant  progress  toward 
conformance  with  the  guidelines,  (see  Significant  progress) 

Assessment-a  form  of  evaluation  based  on  the  standards  of  rangeland  health,  conducted  by  an  interdisciplinary 
team  at  the  appropriate  landscape  scale  (pasture,  allotment,  sub-watershed,  watershed,  etc.)  to  determine 
conditions  relative  to  standards. 

Compaction  layer-a  layer  within  the  soil  profile  in  which  the  soil  particles  have  been  rearranged  to  decrease 
void  space,  thereby  increasing  soil  bulk  density  and  often  reducing  permeability. 

Crust,  Abiotic-(physical  crust)  a surface  layer  on  soils,  ranging  in  thickness  from  a few  millimeters  to  a few 
centimeters,  that  is  much  more  compact,  hard  and  brittle,  when  dry,  than  the  material  immediately  beneath  it. 

Crust,  Biotic-(microbiotic  or  cryptogamic  crust)  a layer  of  living  organisms  (mosses,  lichens,  liverworts,  algae, 
fungi,  bacteria,  and/or  cyanobacteria)  occurring  on,  or  near  the  soil  surface. 

Degree  of  function-a  level  of  physical  function  relative  to  properly  functioning  condition  commonly  expressed 
as;  properly  functioning,  functioning-at-risk,  or  non-functional. 

Diversity-the  aggregate  of  species  assemblages  (communities),  individual  species,  and  the  genetic  variation 
within  species  and  the  processes  by  which  these  components  interact  within  and  among  themselves.  The 
elements  of  diversity  are:  1 . community  diversity  (habitat,  ecosystem),  2.  species  diversity;  and  3.  genetic 
diversity  within  a species;  all  three  of  which  change  over  time. 

Energy  flow-the  processes  in  which  solar  energy  is  converted  to  chemical  energy  through  photosynthesis  and 
passed  through  the  food  chain  until  it  is  eventually  dispersed  through  respiration  and  decomposition. 

Ground  water-water  in  the  ground  that  is  in  the  zone  of  saturation;  water  in  the  ground  that  exists  at,  or  below 
the  water  table. 

Guideline-practices,  methods,  techniques  and  considerations  used  to  ensure  that  progress  is  made  in  a way 
and  at  a rate  that  achieves  the  standard(s). 

Gully-a  channel  resulting  from  erosion  and  caused  by  the  concentrated  but  intermittent  flow  of  water  usually 
during  and  immediately  following  heavy  rains. 
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Hydrologic  cycle-the  process  in  which  water  enters  the  atmosphere  through  evaporation,  transpiration,  or 
sublimation  from  the  oceans,  other  surface  water  bodies,  or  from  the  land  and  vegetation,  and  through 
condensation  and  precipitation  returns  to  the  earth’s  surface.  The  precipitation  then  occurring  as  overland  flow, 
stream  flow,  or  percolating  underground  flow  to  the  oceans  or  other  surface  water  bodies  or  to  other  sites  of 
evapo-transpiration  and  recirculation  to  the  atmosphere. 

Indicators-parameters  of  ecosystem  function  that  are  observed,  assessed,  measured,  or  monitored  to  directly  or 
indirectly  determine  attainment  of  a standard(s). 

Infiltration-the  downward  entry  of  water  into  the  soil. 

Infiltration  rate-the  rate  at  which  water  enters  the  soil. 

Nutrient  cycling-the  movement  of  essential  elements  and  inorganic  compounds  between  the  reservoir  pool 
(soil,  for  example)  and  the  cycling  pool  (organisms)  in  the  rapid  exchange  (i.e.,  moving  back  and  forth)  between 
organisms  and  their  immediate  environment. 

Organic  matter-plant  and  animal  residues  accumulated  or  deposited  at  the  soil  surface;  the  organic  fraction  of 
the  soil  that  includes  plant  and  animal  residues  at  various  stages  of  decomposition;  cells  and  tissues  of  soil 
organisms,  and  the  substances  synthesized  by  the  soil  population. 

Permeability-the  ease  with  which  gases,  liquids  or  plant  roots  penetrate  or  pass  through  a bulk  mass  of  soil  or  a 
layer  of  soil. 

Properly  functioning  condition-Riparian-wetland:  adequate  vegetation,  landform,  or  large  (coarse)  woody 
debris  is  present  to  dissipate  stream  energy  associated  with  high  water  flows,  thereby  reducing  erosion  and 
improving  water  quality;  filter  sediment,  capture  bedload,  and  aid  in  flood  plain  development;  improve  flood-water 
retention  and  ground  water  recharge;  develop  root  masses  that  stabilize  streambanks  against  cutting  action; 
develop  diverse  channel  and  ponding  characteristics  to  provide  the  habitat  and  water  depth,  duration  and 
temperature  necessary  for  fish  production,  waterfowl  breeding,  and  other  uses;  and  support  greater  biodiversity. 
The  result  of  interaction  among  geology,  soil,  water,  and  vegetation. 

Uplands;  soil  and  plant  conditions  support  the  physical  processes  of  infiltration  and  moisture  storage  and 
promote  soil  stability  (as  appropriate  to  site  potential);  includes  the  production  of  plant  cover  and  the 
accumulation  of  plant  residue  that  protect  the  soil  surface  from  raindrop  impact,  moderate  soil  temperature  in 
minimizing  frozen  soil  conditions  (frequency,  depth,  and  duration),  and  the  loss  of  soil  moisture  to  evaporation; 
root  growth  and  development  in  the  support  of  permeability  and  soil  aeration.  The  result  of  interaction  among 
geology,  climate,  landform,  soil,  and  organisms. 

Proper  grazing  use-grazing  that,  through  the  control  of  timing,  frequency,  intensity  and  duration  of  use,  meets 
the  physiological  needs  of  the  desirable  vegetation,  provides  for  the  establishment  of  desirable  plants  and  is  in 
accord  with  the  physical  function  and  stability  of  soil  and  landform  (properly  functioning  condition). 

Reference  area-sites  that,  because  of  their  condition  and  degree  of  function,  represent  the  ecological  potential 
or  capability  of  similar  sites  in  an  area  or  region  (ecological  province);  serve  as  a benchmark  in  determining  the 
ecological  potential  of  sites  with  similar  soil,  climatic,  and  landscape  characteristics. 

Rill-a  small,  intermittent  water  course  with  steep  sides;  usually  only  a few  inches  deep. 

Riparian  area-a  form  of  wetland  transition  between  permanently  saturated  wetlands  and  upland  areas.  These 
areas  exhibit  vegetation  or  physical  characteristics  reflective  of  permanent  surface  or  subsurface  water  influence. 
Lands  along,  adjacent  to,  or  contiguous  with  perennially  and  intermittently  flowing  rivers  and  stream,  glacial 
potholes,  and  shores  of  lakes  and  reservoirs  with  stable  water  levels  area  typical  riparian  areas.  Excluded  are 
such  sites  as  ephemeral  streams  or  washes  that  do  not  exhibit  the  presence  of  vegetation  dependent  upon  free 
water  in  the  soil.  Includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  jurisdictional  wetlands. 
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Significant  progress-when  used  in  reference  to  achieving  a standard:  (actions),  the  necessary  land  treatments, 
practices  and/or  changes  to  management  have  been  applied  or  are  in  effect;  (rate),  a rate  of  progress  that  is 
consistent  with  the  anticipated  recovery  rate  described  in  plan  objectives,  with  due  recognition  of  the  effects  of 
climatic  extremes  (drought,  flooding,  etc.),  fire,  and  other  unforeseen  naturally  occurring  events  or  disturbances. 
Monitoring  reference  areas  that  are  ungrazed  and  properly  grazed  may  provide  evidence  of  appropriate  recovery 
rates.  (See  Proper  Grazing  Use) 

Soil  density-(bulk  density)-the  mass  of  dry  soil  per  unit  bulk  volume. 

Soil  moisture-water  contained  in  the  soil;  commonly  used  to  describe  water  in  the  soil  above  the  water  table. 

Special  status  species-species  proposed  for  listing,  officially  listed  (T/E),  or  candidates  for  listing  as  threatened 
or  endangered  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  the  provisions  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act;  those  listed 
or  proposed  for  listing  by  the  State  in  a category  implying  potential  endangerment  or  extinction;  those  designated 
by  each  Bureau  of  Land  Management  State  Director  as  sensitive. 

Species  of  local  importance-species  of  significant  importance  to  Native  American  populations  (e.g.,  medicinal 
and  food  plants). 

Standard-an  expression  of  the  physical  and  biological  condition  or  degree  of  function  necessary  to  sustain 
healthy  rangeland  ecosystems. 

Uplands-lands  that  exist  above  the  riparian/wetland  area,  or  active  flood  plains  of  rivers  and  streams;  those 
lands  not  influenced  by  the  water  table  or  by  free  or  unbound  water;  commonly  represented  by  toe  slopes, 
alluvial  fans,  and  side  slopes,  shoulders  and  ridges  of  mountains  and  hills. 

t 

Watershed-an  area  of  land  that  contributes  to  the  surface  flow  of  water  past  a given  point.  The  watershed 
dimensions  are  determined  by  the  point  past,  or  through  which,  runoff  flows. 

Watershed  function-the  principal  functions  of  a watershed  include  the  capture  of  moisture  contributed  by 
precipitation;  the  storage  of  moisture  within  the  soil  profile,  and  the  release  of  moisture  through  subsurface  flow, 
deep  percolation  to  groundwater,  evaporation  from  the  soil,  and  transpiration  by  live  vegetation. 

Wetland-areas  that  are  inundated  or  saturated  by  surface  or  ground  water  at  a frequency  and  duration  sufficient 
to  support,  and  which  under  normal  circumstances  do  support,  a prevalence  of  vegetation  typically  adapted  for 
life  in  saturated  soil  conditions. 
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Appendix  K Limits  of  Acceptabie  Change 

Limits  of  Acceptable  Change  (LAC)  is  a process  for  establishing  acceptable  and  appropriate  resource  and  social 
conditions  in  recreation  settings.  LAC  is  based  on  the  premise  that  change  to  the  ecological  and  social 
conditions  of  an  area  will  occur  as  a result  of  natural  and  human  factors.  The  goal  of  management  is  to  keep  the 
character  and  the  rate  of  change  due  to  human  factors  within  acceptable  levels  and  consistent  with  desired 
future  conditions.  The  primary  emphasis  of  the  LAC  system  is  on  the  conditions  desired  rather  than  on  how 
much  use  an  area  can  tolerate.  The  management  challenge  is  not  one  of  how  to  prevent  any  human-induced 
change,  but  rather  one  of  deciding  what  change  should  occur,  how  much  change  will  be  allowed,  what 
management  actions  are  needed  to  guide  and  control  it,  and  how  the  managing  agencies  will  know  when  the 
established  limits  are  being  or  have  been  reached. 

In  managing  the  John  Day  River,  the  LAC  process  is  designed  to  be  the  foundation  for  the  long-term  protection 
and  enhancement  of  the  desired  future  conditions  for  recreation  that  have  been  identified  in  this  plan.  For  the 
most  part,  the  desired  future  condition  for  John  Day  River  segments  identified  by  this  plan  strives  to  maintain  the 
existing  character  of  the  river  canyon,  to  preserve  the  existing  condition  of  campsites  and  recreation  sites  where 
found  to  be  acceptable,  and  to  rest  or  close  areas  where  conditions  are  found  to  be  unacceptable. 

As  used  on  the  John  Day  River,  the  LAC  process  involves  two  parts  completed  concurrently,  which  have  already 
begun  and  would  be  continued  under  any  alternative.  The  first  part,  involves  extensive  data  collection  on  current 
resource  and  social  conditions,  and  determining  what  change  is  acceptable  while  maintaining  desired  future 
conditions.  Key  indicators  would  be  selected  which  allow  future  tracking  of  the  physical  or  social  conditions  (i.e. 
vegetation  loss  within  campsites,  number  of  encounters  per  day  with  other  groups).  For  each  indicator  a 
standard  or  threshold  level  would  be  set,  which  determines  the  amount  of  change  that  will  be  accepted.  The 
standards  then  serve  as  “triggers”  which  alert  managing  agencies  to  unacceptable  change. 

The  second  part  of  the  process  involves  developing  a set  of  strategies  and  a range  of  management  actions 
which  may  be  implemented  if  and  when  continued  monitoring  of  conditions  indicate  that  one  or  more  of  the 
“triggers”  has  been  or  is  about  to  be  reached,  resulting  in  a level  of  change  that  is  unacceptable.  A list  of 
potential  management  actions  designed  to  reverse  or  prevent  unacceptable  trends  would  be  determined  in 
advance,  so  as  to  be  ready  for  implementation  if  and  when  continued  monitoring  efforts  indicate  they  are 
needed.  When  needed,  managers  may  then  select  the  management  action  or  combination  of  actions  likely  to 
bring  that  indicator  back  within  acceptable  levels.  Management  actions  previously  implemented  to  protect 
resource  and  social  conditions  such  as  group  size  limits  and  porta-potty  and  firepan  requirements,  would  be 
continued  unless  modified  as  a result  of  the  LAC  process. 

In  spring  of  1999,  extensive  data  collection  was  begun  on  the  current  physical  condition  of  campsites  in 
Segments  2 and  3.  For  the  next  two  years,  the  condition  of  these  sites  will  continue  to  be  monitored  before  and 
after  each  boating  season,  and  social  surveys  will  be  conducted  to  collect  social  preference  data.  Simultaneous 
with  review  of  the  data  collected,  strategies  for  dealing  with  potential  unacceptable  conditions  would  be 
developed.  Examples  of  potential  management  actions  which  may  be  considered  for  use  on  the  John  Day  if  and 
when  LAC  determines  they  are  needed  include  but  are  not  limited  to  staggered  launch  times,  temporary 
campsite  closure,  a campsite  reservation  system,  reduction  in  allowable  party  size,  limitations  on  the  number  of 
watercraft  per  group,  and  boating  use  limits.  If  resource  and  social  conditions  do  not  meet  the  “trigger”  point  and 
management  actions  are  not  necessary  at  this  time,  a list  of  management  actions  will  be  ready  for  potential 
implementation  in  the  future.  The  LAC  process  may  be  initiated  on  other  river  segments  if  future  resource  and 
social  conditions  become  a concern,  and  the  monitoring  data  collected  through  LAC  may  be  used  in  the 
management  of  other  resources. 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
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Appendix  L Allotment  Summaries 

The  Central  Oregon  Field  Office  of  the  Prineville  District  administers  122  allotments  which  contain  public  lands 
which  lie  within  either  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  boundaries  or  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river  of  the  non-designated 
segments.  This  appendix  summarizes  the  river  related  management  and  monitoring  of  each  allotment  as  well  as 
what  actions  would  be  required  to  implement  the  four  alternatives  on  each  allotment. 

The  allotment  category  is  the  result  of  a prioritization  process  which  occurred  during  the  Resource  Management 
Planning  process  and  was  reviewed  during  the  allotment  evaluation  process.  The  three  categories  are  improve 
(I),  which  designates  those  allotments  which  contain  the  highest  public  land  resource  values,  maintain  (M)  and 
custodial  (C)  which  designates  those  allotments  which  contain  the  least  public  land  resource  values. 

Miles  of  river  bank,  acres  within  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  boundaries  and  total  acreage  within  the  allotment  are 
presented  for  use  in  determining  the  highest  priority  allotments. 

Riparian  management  in  1988  shows  an  approximation  of  the  grazing  management  in  place  at  the  time  of 
designation. 

NEPA  documents  refers  to  those  documents  prepared  specifically  to  alter  the  grazing  management  on  the 
allotment  following  designation  of  portions  of  the  river. 

Riparian  management  in  1999  shows  the  grazing  regime  which  occurred  in  1999  on  a river  bank  mile  basis. 

Monitoring  studies  are  included  if  they  are  on  the  river  bank  (riparian  monitoring)  or  in  a pasture  which  lies 
wholly  or  partially  within  either  the  Wild  and  Scenic  River  boundaries  or  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river  on  non- 
designated  segments  of  the  John  Day  River. 

Ecological  Status  was  measured  using  the  Soil  Vegetation  Inventory  Method.  The  inventory  took  place  in  the 
late  1970s,  the  report  was  completed  in  1980  (see  discussion  of  Condition  and  Trend  under  Vegetation  in 
Chapter  2).  Most  of  the  public  lands  covered  under  the  Two  Rivers  RMP  (Prineville  District)  were  inventoried. 
Public  lands  in  Grant  County  were  administered  by  the  Burns  District  of  the  BLM  in  the  mid  1980s;  few  of  those 
public  lands  were  inventoried. 

Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing.  The  majority  of  the  material  presented  in  Appendix  L has  not 
changed  since  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  However,  in  responding  to  public  comments 
the  grazing  prescriptions  for  the  Preferred  Alternative  have  been  further  refined.  In  order  to  protect 
public  land  riparian  areas,  grazing  in  pastures  with  livestock  access  to  riverbank  would  be  limited  to 
periods  when  river  flows  at  the  USGS  Service  Creek  gauging  station  exceed  2,000  cubic  feet  per  second 
(cfs).  As  noted  in  the  description  of  the  Preferred  Alternative,  for  pastures  grazed  in  winter,  the  flow 
limitation  is  intended  to  be  an  interim  management  constraint.  Exceptions  would  be  made  for  scattered 
tracts  of  public  land.  An  available  option  for  areas  outside  of  Wilderness  Study  Areas  is  the  use  of  a 
temporary  electric  fence  which  restricts  livestock  access  to  riparian  areas.  Further  constraints, 
standards  and  remedies  are  described  in  Chapter  3,  Monitoring  and  description  of  Proposed  Decision. 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2617  Emigrant  Canyon 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


River  Miles  5.6  - 13.4 


7.2  public  0.6 

323  public  215 

5130  public  661 

3.0  rm  private  (below  WSR  designated  segment) 


Segment  1 
M 


26 

private 
private 
private 
Season  long 
excluded 
none 
same  as  above, 
none 

established  23  Sept  ‘93.  Not  re-measured. 

climax:  55  acres 

late  serai:  254  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  327  acres 

unclassified:  25  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Construct  approximately  0.7  miles  of  fence  in  sections  18,  19  and  24, 

rest  the  new,  ‘Upriver  Pasture’  for  3 years,  adjust  the  lease  to  confine 
grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures 
with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the  December  15  to 
May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

2.8 

public 

0.6 

acres  excluded 

private 

34 

public 

7 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.6 

public 

0.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

300 

public 

200 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  1 0 
Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2604  Philippi 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 

Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  1 River  Miles  9.5-11.0 


M 

64 

private 

1.5 

public 

0.0 

private 

155 

public 

42 

private 

2677 

public 

942 

winter  and  spring,  area  subject  to  trespass  grazing  during  low  flows 
none 

same  as  above 
none 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 

1990.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  perennial  bunchgrass. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  193  acres 

mid  serai:  184  acres 

early  serai:  608  acres 

unclassified:  37  acres 

adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period. 


private 

n/a 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

public 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.7 

private 

1 

0 

public 

40 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2648  Hartung 


Location: 

Segment  1 

River  Miles  13.4-1 

Category; 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

16 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

2.9 

public  0.7 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

308 

public  243 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1201 

public  700 

Riparian  management  in  1988 

spring  and 

summer 

18.4 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980; 


96-009 

voluntary  non-use  by  permittee.  NEPA  analysis  has  been  completed 
for  river  fencing  and  rotation  grazing,  decision  has  not  been  issued. 
Photo  point  at  river  mile  15  established  in  1998. 

Upland  trend  (Daubenmire)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1992  and  1998.  Grazing  has  occurred  regularly  through  the  critical 
growing  season,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Gutierrezia 
sarothrae. 

Upland  trend  (Daubenmire)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1993.  Same  grazing  as  above,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa 
comata. 

climax:  43  acres 
late  serai:  183  acres 
mid  serai:  164  acres 
early  serai:  150  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

2.9 

public 

0.7 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

35 

public 

8 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

3.7 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

13 

40 

public 

560 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2594  Morehouse  and  Elliot 


Location: 

Segment  1 

River  Miles  15.8-17.: 

Category: 

M 

AUMs  within  lease: 

3 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.4 

public 

1.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

109 

public 

62 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

169 

public 

65 

Riparian  management  in  1988 

spring  and 

summer. 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


96-009 

voluntary  non-use  by  permittee.  NEPA  analysis  has  been  completed 
for  exclusion  of  allotment,  decision  has  not  been  issued. 

Riparian  monitoring  Photo  point  at  river  mile  17  established  in  1987,  re-measured  in  1992 

and  1998.  Under  spring  and  summer  grazing,  a decrease  in  rush  and 
willow,  an  increase  in  thistle  and  possibly  a widening  of  the  flood  plain 
has  occurred. 

Upland  plot  (Daubenmire)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1992  and  1998.  Spring  and  summer  grazing,  monitoring  shows  a loss 
of  perennial  bunchgrass  and  an  increase  in  Gutierrezia  sarothrae. 
climax:  5 acres 
late  serai:  22  acres 
mid  serai:  20  acres 
early  serai:  18  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.4 

public 

1.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

5 

public 

12 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.5 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

200 

public 

65 

public  land  AUMs  cancelled 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2555  Hoag 


Location: 

Segment  1 

River  Miles  16.0-17.3 

Category: 

not  available 

AUMs  within  lease: 

not  available 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.3 

public 

1.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

118 

public 

213 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

786 

public 

364 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


unleased,  grazed  during  low  flows  by  trespass  livestock 
none 

unleased,  trespass  resolved 

none 

none 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2562  J Bar  S 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  1 

River  Miles  Left  18.4  - 18.9;  Right  18.5  - 18.9 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

4 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.9 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  115 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1311 

public  115 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


0.5  miles  exclusion,  season  long  on  0.4  miles. 

96-009 

0.5  miles  exclusion,  voluntary  winter  or  spring  use  by  permittee. 
NEPA  analysis  has  been  completed  for  rotation  grazing  of  uplands 
and  spring  grazing  on  riparian  area  not  excluded  with  fence,  decision 
not  issued. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  18.5  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1989,  1992  and  1998.  Cattle  were  excluded  with  a fence  since  early 
1980s,  monitoring  shows  no  obvious  change, 
none 

climax:  9 acres 
late  serai:  39  acres 
mid  serai:  35  acres 
early  serai:  32  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  exclusion,  winter  and  spring.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing 

period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with 
access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be  determined  by 
plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but  would  be 
restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the  December  15  to  May  1 
period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian 
exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.4 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

11 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

120 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  4 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2513  Big  Sky 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  1 
M 
60 

private 
private 
private 
season  long 


River  Miles 


5.4  public 

953  public 

8425  public 


93-067,  96-009 


Right  17.3  - 18.5  and  18.9  - 20.4 
Left  18.9-22.8 


1.2 

454 

1215 


exclusion  of  0.5  miles  of  river  bank  of  public  and  3.3  river  bank  miles 
of  private,  voluntary  winter  or  spring  use  by  permittee  on  0.7  river 
bank  miles  of  public  and  2.1  river  bank  miles  of  private. 

Photo  point  on  tributary  was  established  in  1995  and  remeasured  in 
1998.  Exclosure  fence  was  constructed  in  1995,  monitoring  shows 
increased  herbaceous  vegetation. 

Upland  trend  (Daubenmire)  established  in  the  Creek  Pasture  in  1987 

and  remeasured  in  1992  and  1998.  Critical  growing  season  or  fall 

grazing,  monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  perennial  bunchgrasses  in 

1992  and  an  increase  in  Gutierrezia  sarothrae  in  1998. 

climax:  63  acres 

late  serai:  439  acres 

mid  serai:  464  acres 

early  serai:  204  acres 

unclassified:  45  acres 


exclusion,  spring,  winter.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period 
within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to 
riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant 
phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted 
normally  to  60  days  during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period.  Adjust 
lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure. 


private 

2.1 

public 

0.7 

private 

12 

public 

3 

private 

0.0 

public 

3.3 

private 

30 

580 

public 

680 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2540  Persimmon  Woods 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  1 River  Miles  22.8  - 23.9 

C 

5 

private  1.1  public  0.0 

private  295  public  0 

private  2209  public  40 

unleased,  grazed  during  low  flows  by  trespass  livestock 

none 

unleased,  trespass  resolved 
none 
none 

climax:  3 acres 
late  serai:  14  acres 
mid  serai:  12  acres 
early  serai:  11  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 

same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Rian  and  EIS 
2637  V.O.  West 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 

Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  1 

River  Miles  20.4  - 22.1 

M 

15 

private 

1.4  public  0.3 

private 

183  public  193 

private 

3150  public  223 

winter  grazing  occurred  on  the  allotment  with  riparian  areas  subject  to 

grazing  by  trespass  livestock  during  low  flows. 

none 

exclusion  on  1 .0  miles  of  private,  winter  grazing  on  0.3  miles  of  public 

and  0.4  miles  of  private. 

none 

Upland  trend  (3x3  Photo  point)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 

1992.  Grazing  occurred  every  other  winter,  no  change  was  obvious. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  67  acres 

mid  serai:  23  acres 

early  serai:  124  acres 

unclassified:  9 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  exclusion,  winter  and  spring.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing 

period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with 
access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be  determined  by 
plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but  would  be 
restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the  December  15  to  May  1 
period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian 
exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.4 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

2 

public 

2 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

30 

public 

160 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  1 2 
Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2595  Morris 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  1 

River  Miles  22.1  - 26.6 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

53 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

3.0 

public  1.5 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

82 

public  396 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

996 

public  833 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


spring  use  with  some  trespass  grazing  during  low  river  flows, 
none 

exclusion  on  0.2  miles  public  and  1 .6  miles  of  private,  spring  use  on 
1 .3  miles  of  public  and  1 .4  miles  of  private,  grazing  ends  before  the 
critical  growing  season. 

Photo  point  was  established  on  river  mile  22  in  1987  and  not 
remeasured. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  Photo  point)  was  established  in  1987  and  remeasured 
in  1992.  Grazing  occurred  in  the  critical  growing  season,  monitoring 
showed  no  obvious  change. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  Photo  point)  was  established  in  1987  and  remeasured 

in  1992.  Grazing  occurred  in  the  critical  growing  season,  monitoring 

showed  a decrease  in  perennial  bunchgrasses. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  80  acres 

mid  serai:  141  acres 

early  serai:  581  acres 

unclassified:  31  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Construct  0.7  miles  of  fence  on  public  land  in  section  14.  Adjust  the 

lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to 
June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use 
would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the 
December  15  to  May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on 
public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.4 

public 

1.3 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

8 

public 

8 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.5 

public 

0.7 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

14 

100 

public 

440 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2560  Baseline 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  1 River  Miles  23.9  - 28.5 

M 

30 

private  3.0  public  1.6 

private  520  public  220 

private  3255  public  598 

spring  and  early  summer 
none 

exclusion  of  1.2  miles  of  private  land,  spring  and  early  summer 
grazing  on  1 .2  miles  of  public  and  0.4  miles  of  private  and  non-use  on 
0.4  miles  of  public  and  1 .4  miles  of  private. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  26  was  established  in  1987  and  remeasured 
in  1988  and  1993.  Grazing  occurred  into  July,  no  change  was 
obvious. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  was  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 

1993.  After  deferred  grazing,  monitoring  shows  a decrease  in 

rhizomatous  grass. 

climax:  17  acres 

late  serai:  121  acres 

mid  serai:  145  acres 

early  serai:  293  acres 

unclassified:  22  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  exclusion.  Build  0.7  miles  of  fence  on  public  land,  0.4  miles  of  fence 

on  private  land  in  sections  25,  30  and  31 . Adjust  lease  to  prohibit 


grazing  on  public 

lands  within 

riparian  exclosure 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.4 

public 

0.7 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

3 

public 

9 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.5 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 

private 

5 

20 

public 

160 

Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2598  Hay  Creek 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  1 
I 

126 

private 

private 

private 

season  long 

95-080 


River  Miles 


3.1  public 

354  public 

2418  public 


Right  29.0  - 30.8  and  31 .1  - 31 .5 
Left  28.9-31.5 


1.7 

295 

1518 


exclusion  of  0.2  miles  of  public  land  and  1 .0  miles  of  private  land, 
winter  and  early  spring  grazing  on  0.8  river  bank  miles  of  public  and 
0.2  miles  of  private,  summer  grazing  on  0.7  miles  of  public  and  1 .9 
miles  of  private  river  bank. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  29  was  established  in  1987  and  remeasured 
in  1989  and  1995.  Pasture  was  grazed  season  long,  is  now  grazed  in 
winter,  monitoring  shows  increased  herbaceous  vegetation,  increased 
vigor  in  alder  and  recruitment  of  cottonwood. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  North  Pasture  was  established  in  1987  and 

remeasured  in  1995.  Pasture  was  grazed  in  summer  and  winter,  now 

it  is  grazed  in  winter  and  early  spring,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in 

Sporobolus  cryptandrus. 

climax:  122  acres 

late  serai:  514  acres 

mid  serai:  460  acres 

early  serai:  422  acres 

unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


same  as  existing,  pursue  opportunities  to  exchange  lands  on 
Sherman  county  riparian  areas  for  lands  elsewhere  in  the  WSR 
boundary. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.6 

public 

1.2 

acres  excluded 

private 

10 

public 

7 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

2.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

80 

public 

320 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


8 

approximately  60  acres  of  public  land  in  Sherman  county  could  be 
traded  for  private  lands  elsewhere  in  the  WSR  boundary,  eliminating 
the  need  for  0.8  miles  of  fence. 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2520  Smith  Point 


Location: 

Segment  1 

River  Miles  30.8  - 31 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

93 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.5 

public  4.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

200 

public  1481 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

200 

public  2596 

31.1,31.5-34.1 


Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


season  long 
89-058,  90-005,  98-100 

exclusion  on  1 .0  miles  of  private  river  bank,  2.7  miles  of  public  river 
bank,  spring  grazing  on  0.5  miles  of  private  and  1 .3  miles  of  public. 
Decision  to  exclude  the  remainder  has  been  issued  but  not 
implemented. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  33  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1992  and  1998.  Spring  and  fall  grazing,  monitoring  shows 
increase  in  rushes  after  1988.  No  grazing  after  1993,  monitoring 
shows  a further  increase  in  rushes. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Con  Pasture  established  in  1987  and 
remeasured  in  1992  and  1998.  Grazed  in  growing  season  in  ‘88, 
rested  for  3 years  and  grazed  in  growing  season  in  ‘92,  monitoring 
shows  a loss  of  Agropyron  cristatum  and  Sitanion  hystrix.  Rested 
from  autumn  1993  to  1998,  monitoring  shows  a loss  of  Agropyron 
cristatum,  Poa  sandbergii  and  Gutierrezia  sarothrae  and  an  increase 
in  annuals,  Chrysothamnus  sp.  and  Agropyron  smithii. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Gilliam  Pasture  established  in  1987  and 

remeasured  in  1993  and  1998.  Rested  in  1988  and  1991,  grazed 

during  growing  season  in  1989  and  1990  and  grazed  during  summer 

in  1992,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana  and 

Eriogonum  sp.  Rested  after  1993,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in 

knapweed  and  no  change  in  bunchgrasses. 

climax:  552  acres 

late  serai:  999  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  949  acres 

unclassified:  96  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing,  construction  of  1 .8  miles  of  fence  (0.5  miles  on 

private,  1 .3  miles  on  public).  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public 
lands  within  riparian  exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

93 

200 

public 

2596 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2597  J.T.  Murtha 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category; 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  1 
I 

269 

private 

private 

private 

season  long 

99-117 


River  Miles  34.1  - 39.7 


7.0  public  4.2 

800  public  1228 

5333  public  4510 


exclusion  of  0.6  miles  of  private  land,  rotation  grazing  (alternating  rest 

and  season  long) 

none 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Esau  Canyon  Pasture  was 

established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in  1992.  The  plot  contained  no 

perennial  plants,  no  change  is  obvious. 

climax:  981  acres 

late  serai:  3407  acres 

mid  serai:  2092  acres 

early  serai:  825  acres 

unclassified:  280  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


exclusion  of  0.6  miles  of  private,  rotation  (alternating  winter  - spring 
grazing  with  rest).  Construct  4.5  miles  of  fence,  splitting  Esau  Canyon 
Pasture  and  implement  rotation  grazing  schedule  in  uplands 
(according  to  EA  #99-117).  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period 
within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to 
riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant 
phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted 


normally 

to  60  days  during  the  Dec( 

private 

6.3 

public 

2.8 

private 

80 

public 

36 

private 

1.8 

public 

1.0 

private 

1680 

public 

3560 

99 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2597  J.T.  Murtha 


Location: 

Segment  2 

River 

Miles 

Right  39.7  - 50.1 , Left  39.7  - 40.9, 

Category: 

1 

41 .0  - 45.9,  46.1  - 48.6,  48.7  - 50.1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

same  as  above 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

3.5 

public 

16.9 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

938 

public 

2748 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1913 

public 

3596 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


season  long 
99-117 

rotation  (alternating  rest  with  spring  - winter  grazing)  on  public  land, 
season  long  on  irrigated  private 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  44,  established  in  1987  was  remeasured  in 
1989,  1992  and  1997.  No  change  is  obvious. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  43,  established  in  1987  was  remeasured  in 
1 992.  The  view  of  the  riparian  zone  is  a long  distance  view,  but  there 
appears  to  be  an  increase  in  sedges  and  rushes. 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.71  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (frequency)  in  the  Billiard  Pasture  was  established  in  1987 
and  remeasured  in  1992.  Under  the  two  pasture  rotation  system 
Artemisia  tridentata  and  Gutierrezia  sarothrae  declined,  percent  bare 
ground  decreased  and  microbiotic  crusts  increased.  Perennial 
bunchgrasses  were  stable. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Saddle  Pasture  was  established  in 
1987,  lost  and  had  to  be  re-established  in  1992.  There  appears  to  be 
a loss  in  Artemisia  tridentata  and  a decrease  in  Agropyron  spicatum 
under  the  two  pasture  rotation  system. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Devils  Pasture  was  established  in  1987, 
lost  and  re-established  in  1998.  There  appears  to  be  a decrease  in 
sagebrush  and  an  increase  in  Eriogonum  sp.  and  Psoralea  lanceolata. 
described  in  segment  1 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Exclude  camp  sites  on  river  left  43.6  - 45.5  with  2 miles  of  fence. 

Implement  rotation  grazing  system  (alternating  rest  with  spring  - winter 
grazing  for  public  and  unfenced  private  lands  in  segment).  Adjust  the 
lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to 
June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use 
would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the 
December  15  to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.3 

public 

6.7 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

39 

public 

83 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

125 

520 

public 

3800 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2636  George  Weedman 

Location: 
Category; 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  2 

River  Miles  40.9-41.0 

C 

6 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.1 

private 

0 

public 

51 

private 

2910 

public 

343 

non-use  by  permittee,  fenced  in  with  2597 
none 

same  as  above. 

none 

none 

climax:  0 acres 
late  serai:  0 acres 
mid  serai;  159  acres 
early  serai:  171  acres 
unclassified:  13  acres 


Appendices 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  1 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

to  May  1 
private 

period. 

0.0 

public 

0.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

1 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

100 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 

1 

Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2553  Willow  Spring 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  2 River  Miles  45.9  -46.1 , 48.6  - 48.7 
I 

20 

private  0.0  public  0.3 

private  0 public  227 

private  560  public  1127 

non-use  by  permittee,  fenced  in  with  2597 
none 

same  as  above 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 

miles  in  1981  to  0.07  river  miles  in  1995. 

none 

climax:  301  acres 
late  serai:  0 acres 
mid  serai:  401  acres 
early  serai:  384  acres 
unclassified:  41  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  1 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

to  May  1 
private 

period. 

0.0 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

2 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

560 

public 

1127 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

20 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2591  Miller 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  2 
I 

47 

private 
private 
private 
season  long 
99-080 


River  Miles  50.1  - 54.8 


0.7  public  4.0 

42  public  812 

1964  public  1896 


voluntary  spring  use  changing  to  permanent  spring  use  with 
implementation  of  latest  decision.  Decision  requires  construction  of 
1 .3  miles  of  fence  to  create  a riparian  pasture. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  51,  established  in  1987  was  remeasured  in 
1988,  1989,  1990,  1994,  1996  and  1998.  The  photos  show  growth  of 
a Russian  olive,  loss  of  an  alder  seedling  and  sagebrush. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  53,  established  in  1991  was  remeasured  in 
1994  and  1996.  Number  and  size  of  willow  have  increased. 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.76  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  the  Deep  Canyon  Pasture  was  established 

in  1987  and  remeasured  in  1990,  1994  and  1998.  The  area  was 

burned  by  wildfire  in  1994  and  rested  in  1995  and  1996.  Artemisia  sp. 

decreased  and  Eriogonum  sp.  has  increased  since  1994.  Perennial 

grasses  have  increased  since  1987. 

climax:  171  acres 

late  serai:  731  acres 

mid  serai:  741  acres 

early  serai:  162  acres 

unclassified:  70  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  construction  of  1 .3  miles  of  fence  in  sections  14  and  23.  Rest  the 

riparian  pasture  for  three  years,  then  adjust  the  lease  to  confine 
grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures 
with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  1 to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.7 

public 

4.3 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

4 

public 

26 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.3 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

42 

420 

public 

1780 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2509  Belshe 

Location; 
Category; 
AUMs  within  lease; 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980; 


Segment  2 River  Miles  54.8  - 56.3 
I 

62 

private  0.0  public  1.5 

private  0 public  41 1 

private  1080  public  1840 

spring  and  early  summer,  riparian  zone  subject  to  trespass  during  low 
flows. 

97-137 

spring 

Photo  point  established  on  river  mile  55  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1990,  1994  and  1996.  No  change  is  obvious. 

Coverboard  plots  on  planted  willow  in  Little  Ferry  Canyon  were 
established  in  spring  1995  and  remeasured  in  the  fall  1995,  showing 
willow  survival  and  growth  during  rest  following  fire  in  1994. 

Willow  Report  shows  no  change  in  the  extent  of  willow  communities 
within  the  allotment  between  1981  and  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  the  Indian  Cove  pasture  was  established  in 
1987  and  remeasured  in  1990  and  1994.  No  change  is  obvious. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Indian  Cove  pasture  was  established 

in  1987  and  remeasured  in  1990.  An  increase  in  perennial 

bunchgrass  occurred  under  spring  and  early  summer  grazing. 

climax;  1246  acres 

late  serai;  166  acres 

mid  serai;  103  acres 

early  serai;  257  acres 

unclassified;  68  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions;  Construct  1 .0  miles  fence  in  section  23  and  26,  rest  mouth  of  Little 

Ferry  and  the  Gooseneck  for  three  years.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine 
grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures 
with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  1 to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.5 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

0 

public 

9 

No  Grazing;  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 

private 

48 

160 

public 

1440 

Other  actions  1040  acres  (22  AUMs)  of  the  Dipping  Vat  allotment,  fenced  in  with  the 
Belshe  allotment,  would  also  have  to  be  canceled. 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2572  Laffoon  and  Carlson 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Appendices 


Segment  2 River  Miles  56.3  - 64.7 


I 

85 

private  0.0  public  8.4 

private  45  public  1446 

private  1652  public  3655 

season  long 
94-078,  96-024,  96-058 


voluntary  non-use  taken  by  permittee  on  5.4  miles,  exclusion  of  0.7 
miles  and  spring  use  on  2.3  miles. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  57,  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1990,  1994,  1996  and  1998.  Spring  grazing  was  implemented 
in  1996,  no  change  is  obvious. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  61  was  established  in  1994  and  remeasured 
in  1995.  No  change  is  obvious. 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.44  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Middle  pasture  was  established  in  1987 

and  remeasured  in  1990,  1994  and  1998.  Perennial  bunchgrasses 

decreased  and  dalmation  toadflax  increased. 

climax:  2266  acres 

late  serai:  45  acres 

mid  serai:  368  acres 

early  serai:  841  acres 

unclassified:  135  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit 
grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

7.5 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

0 

public 

56 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

50 

120 

public 

3095 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2522  James  Brown 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  2 
I 

66 

private 
private 
private 
season  long 
96-058 


River  Miles  64.7  - 71 .8 


1.4  public  5.7 

152  public  1202 

1968  public  2527 


exclusion  of  2.1  river  miles  public,  spring  grazing  on  remainder. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  67,  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1990,  1994,  1996  and  1998.  Season  long  grazing  until  1995, 
then  spring  grazing,  no  change  is  obvious. 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.12  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  established  in  South  pasture  in  1987  and 
remeasured  in  1990,  1994,  and  1998.  With  season  long  grazing 
there’s  been  a steady  increase  in  Stipa  comata  and  Gutierrezia 
sarothrae,  Erlogonum  sp.  has  been  stable. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  established  in  North  pasture  in  1995  has  not 

been  remeasured. 

climax:  540  acres 

late  serai:  1060  acres 

mid  serai:  457  acres 

early  serai:  377  acres 

unclassified:  93  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  the  March  1 to 
May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 
riparian  exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.5 

public 

6.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

3 

public 

39 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.3 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

680 

public 

2200 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  24 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2521  Horseshoe  Bend 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Appendices 


Segment  2 River  Miles  73.0  - 76.0 
I 

43 

private  1.2  public  1.8 

private  145  public  260 

private  1471  public  737 

rest  with  some  spring  and  early  summer  use  beginning  in  1990, 
riparian  zone  subject  to  trespass  during  low  flows. 

97-062 

spring 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  75  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1990  and  1996.  No  change  obvious. 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.03  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  River  pasture  established  in  1987  and 

remeasured  in  1990,  lost  and  re-established  in  1996.  Perennial 

bunchgrass  decreased  to  1990  and  increased  to  1996. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  80  acres 

mid  serai:  630  acres 

early  serai:  0 acres 

unclassified:  27  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  1 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

to  May  1 
private 

period. 

1.0 

public 

1.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

6 

public 

9 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

140 

public 

380 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

10 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2538  Decker 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  2 River  Miles  71 .8  - 73.0,  76.0  - 80.8 
I 

206 

private  0.4  public  5.6 

private  9 public  1063 

private  1823  public  2999 

spring  and  early  summer,  riparian  area  subject  to  trespass  during  low 
flows. 

97-038 

spring,  planning  and  decision  for  0.2  miles  of  fence  (excluding  of  1 .1 
river  bank  miles)  has  been  issued  but  not  implemented. 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  76,  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1 988,  1 990,  1 994,  1 996  and  1 998.  Photos  show  a widening  of  the 
river  channel. 

Willow  Report  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.31  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Chisholm  pasture  was  established  in  1987 
and  remeasured  in  1990,  1994  and  1998.  Dalmation  toadflax  and 
perennial  bunchgrasses  increased. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Middle  pasture  was  established  in  1995 

and  no  remeasured. 

climax:  146  acres 

late  serai:  2153  acres 

mid  serai:  249  acres 

early  serai:  339  acres 

unclassified:  112  acres 

construct  0.2  miles  of  fence  (see  EA#97-038).  Exclude  campsites  in 
Chisholm  Canyon  pasture  with  0.5  miles  of  fence.  Adjust  the  lease  to 
confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on 
pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  the  March  1 to  May  1 period.  Adjust  lease 
to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure. 


private 

0.4 

public 

5.6 

private 

2 

public 

33 

private 

1.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

93 

0 

public 

2000 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2619  Sid  Seale 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring: 


Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  2 River  Miles  50.1  - 83.7 

I 

733 

private  2.5  public  31.1 

private  157  public  5980 

private  25,303  public  13,676 

fences  stopped  grazing  by  permittee  on  18.8  miles  of  river  bank,  but 
many  of  those  riparian  areas  were  subject  to  trespass  during  low 
flows.  Season  long  grazing  of  15.1  miles  of  river  bank  by  permittee. 
95-008 

rest  or  exclusion  of  20.3  miles  of  river  bank,  spring  or  winter  grazing  of 
13.3  miles  of  river  bank.  Decision  for  a 0.2  mile  fence,  excluding 
another  3.2  river  bank  miles,  was  issued  but  not  implemented. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  76,  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1990,  1994  and  1996.  Pasture  was  grazed  season  long,  is  now 
grazed  only  in  the  winter  or  spring,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in 
willow  after  1990. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  69,  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 
1994,  and  1996.  Cattle  were  excluded  with  a fence  since  1950s,  the 
monitoring  shows  no  obvious  change. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  61,  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1989,  1990,  1994,  and  1996.  Cattle  were  summer  grazed  until 
1991,  then  excluded  from  pasture,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in 
willow. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  53,  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 
1994  and  1996.  Trespass  grazing  occurred  during  summer  low  flows, 
the  area  now  receives  non-use,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in 
willow  and  rushes. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  80,  established  in  1995  and  remeasured  in 
1998.  Pasture  was  grazed  season  long,  is  now  grazed  only  in  the 
winter  or  spring,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  willow. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  3.2  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (frequency)  in  Buckskin  Pasture  was  established  in  1987 
and  remeasured  in  1990  and  1995.  Grazing  is  a deferred  treatment, 
monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Owens  Basin  was  established  in  1987 
and  remeasured  in  1990  and  1994.  Grazing  occurred  during  critical 
growing  season  until  1992,  then  rested,  monitoring  shows  an  increase 
in  perennial  grass  after  1990. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Beef  Hollow  Pasture  was  established  in 

1987  and  remeasured  in  1990,  1991,  and  1994.  Grazing  was  season 
long,  is  now  grazed  only  in  the  spring  or  winter  and  was  burned  in 

1988  and  in  1992.  There  is  no  discernable  change. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Shellrock  Pasture  was  established  in  1987 
and  Remeasured  in  1990,  1991,  and  1994.  Grazing  was  a deferred 
treatment  until  1991  and  has  since  been  rested,  monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  perennial  grass. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Fern  Hollow  Pasture  was  established  in 
1991  and  remeasured  in  1994.  Grazing  occurred  in  summer  or  fall, 
monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Gutierrezia  sarothrae  and  perennial 
grasses. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  at  Gooseneck  was  established  in  1991  and 
remeasured  in  1994.  Trespass  grazing  occurred  in  the  summer,  the 
area  now  receives  non-use,  monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  Stipa 
comata  and  Eriogonum  and  an  increase  in  Sitanion  hystrix. 


153 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


climax:  3362  acres 
late  serai:  4864  acres 
mid  serai:  1900  acres 
early  serai:  2006  acres 
unclassified:  465  acres 

construct  0.2  miles  of  fence  (see  EA#95-008).  Construct  0.7  miles 
fence  to  exclude  Cordwood  camp,  prohibit  grazing  in  Hoot  Owl  camp. 
Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit 
grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian  exclosures. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.8 

public 

6.8 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

4 

public 

36 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

4.4 

public 

3.9 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

545 

2430 

public 

11,916 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 


154 


2608  Rattray 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  2 
I 

534 
private 
private 
private 
season  long 


River  Miles 


2.3  public 

208  public 

16,716  public 


93-037,  96-110 


Right  83.7  - 93.5 
Left  83.7 -91.9 

15.7 

2496 

7982 


exclusion  on  1 .2  miles  of  private  and  4.5  miles  of  public,  winter  use  on 
0.8  miles  of  private  and  7.7  miles  of  public,  rotation  (spring  and  non- 
use) on  3.8  miles  of  public. 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  86  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1989,  1990,  1993  and  1994.  Management  was  season  long, 
changed  to  a rotation  of  spring  and  non-use  in  1999.  No  change  is 
obvious. 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  92  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1 988,  1 990,  and  1 994.  Management  was  non-use  or  winter  use.  No 
change  is  obvious. 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  88,  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1988,  1990,  and  1994.  Management  was  season  long,  changed  to 
spring  in  1997.  No  change  is  obvious. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.18  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Horse  Mountain  pasture  was  established 
in  1987  and  remeasured  in  1994.  Management  was  non-use  or  winter 
use.  Sporobolus  cryptandrus  appears  to  have  increased  in  vigor. 
Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Devils  Pasture  was  established  in  1987, 
lost  and  re-established  in  1990. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Pine  Hollow  pasture  was  established  in 
1987,  re-established  in  1990  and  remeasured  in  1991  and  1994. 
Management  was  spring  or  late  summer,  changed  to  winter  or  spring 
in  1997.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  perennial  grasses  and 
sedges. 

climax:  209  acres 
late  serai:  3134  acres 
mid  serai:  3458  acres 
early  serai:  1361  acres 
unclassified:  272  acres 


Implement  5 years  rest  in  Pine  Hollow  Pasture.  Adjust  the  lease  to 
confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on 
pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the  December  15  to 
May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 
riparian  exclosure, 
private  0.4  public  7.1 

private  2 public  43 

cancel  grazing  in  the  Pete  Enyart  riparian  pasture,  9 AUMs. 
private  2.8  public  0.0 

private  165  public  3720 

148 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 


155 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2629  Tatum 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  2 River  Miles  80.8  - 82.9 
I 

113 

private  0.0  public  2.1 

private  0 public  422 

private  3242  public  2889 

non-use  by  permittee,  riparian  areas  subject  to  trespass  grazing 

during  low  river  flows. 

none 

spring 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  82,  established  in  1988  and  remeasured  in 
1990,  1994  and  1997.  Non-use  from  1988  to  1992,  then  spring 
grazing.  No  change  is  obvious. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.02  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  River  Pasture  B was  established  in  1987 

and  remeasured  in  1990,  1991  and  1994.  No  use  until  1992,  then 

spring  grazing.  No  change  is  obvious. 

climax:  532  acres 

late  serai:  1281  acres 

mid  serai:  458  acres 

early  serai:  511  acres 

unclassified:  107  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Exclude  livestock  from  campsites  by  cancelling  grazing  in  River  ‘B’ 

pasture.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  1 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

to  May  1 
private 

period. 

0.0 

public 

2.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

13 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

160 

public 

1240 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

45 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2518  Pine  Creek 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  2 River  Miles  82.9  - 83.6  and  91 .9  - 92.9 


346 

private  1.  public  0.7 

private  171  public  454 

private  10,960  public  5418 

season  long 
93-037 

spring,  no  access  of  Red  Wall  area  during  high  flows. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 

miles  in  1981  to  0.02  river  miles  in  1995. 

none 

climax:  1188  acres 
late  serai:  3132  acres 
mid  serai:  785  acres 
early  serai:  113  acres 
unclassified:  200  acres 


Rest  Big  Gulch  pasture  for  five  years.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine 
grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures 
with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  December  6 to  February  15  period. 


private 

0.7 

public 

0.0 

private 

4 

public 

0 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

51 

172 

public 

760 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 


157 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2623  Steiwer 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  2 River  Miles  93.5-  103.4 
I 

230 

private  4.9  public  5.0 

private  535  public  1385 

private  38,810  public  4376 

spring  on  4.0  miles  of  public,  non-use  by  permittee  on  1.0  miles  of 
public  and  2.7  miles  of  private  though  the  area  was  subject  to  trespass 
grazing  during  low  river  flows,  season  long  on  2.2  miles  of  private. 
87-033 

same  as  above,  trespass  has  been  resolved. 

Photo  point  on  river  mile  100,  established  in  1988  was  remeasured  in 
1990  and  1994.  Management  was  changed  from  season  long  to 
spring  use  in  1987.  Photos  show  an  expansion  of  willow. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  1.87  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (frequency)  in  Juniper  Island  pasture  established  in  1987 
and  remeasured  in  1990  and  1994.  Management  was  changed  to 
spring  rotation  in  1987,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Sporobolus 
cryptandrus. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Bills  Place,  established  in  1987  was 
remeasured  in  1990  and  1994.  Management  was  changed  to  spring 
rotation  in  1987,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Sporobolus 
cryptandrus. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Juniper  Island  pasture,  established  in  1987 
was  remeasured  in  1990,  lost  and  re-established  in  1994. 

Management  described  above,  monitoring  shows  an  apparent 
decrease  in  Gutierrezia  sarothrae  and  an  increase  in  Sporobolus 
cryptandrus. 

land  exchange  has  eliminated  the  lands  measured  from  public 
ownership. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Exclude  grazing  from  Juniper  Island  campsite  with  0.7  miles  of  fence. 

Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit 
grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure.  Pursue 
opportunities  to  exchange  lands  north  of  Butte  Creek  for  other  lands 
within  the  WSR  boundary. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

2.2 

public 

4.2 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

10 

public 

24 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

6.6 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 

private 

53 

0 

public 

1280 

Other  actions  approximately  1 60  acres  of  public  land  in  Wheeler  county  could  be 
traded  for  private  lands  elsewhere  in  the  WSR  boundary,  eliminating 
the  need  for  2.0  miles  of  fence. 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2584  Catherine  Maurer 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Appendices 


Segment  2 River  Miles  Left  92.9  - 106.1 , Right  103.4  - 107.0 
I 

789 


private  10.3  public  6.5 

private  1427  public  1815 

private  26,168  public  14,683 

season  long 
91-038,  95-009,  97-014 

exclusion  on  0.5  miles  of  public  and  2.6  miles  of  private,  spring  use  on 
1 .5  miles  private  and  3.3  miles  public,  season  long  on  6.2  miles  of 
private  and  2.7  miles  public. 

Photoplot  at  spring  site  in  Lakes  Pasture  established  in  1998, 
management  changed  from  season  long  to  spring  use  in  1999. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  1.34  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Rayburn  pasture  was  established  in  1987 
and  remeasured  in  1993.  Management  was  season  long  use, 
perennial  grasses  increased  in  vigor  and  density. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  River  pasture  was  established  in  1987  and 
remeasured  in  1993  and  1998.  Management  was  spring  and  early 
summer  use,  changed  to  winter  and  early  spring  use  in  1997, 
monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  perennial  bunchgrasses. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  in  Lakes  pasture  was  established  in  1987 

and  remeasured  in  1993.  Management  was  season  long,  changed  to 

spring  in  1999.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Bromus  tectorum 

and  Stipa  thurberiana  and  a decrease  in  Gutierrezia  sarothrae. 

climax:  151  acres 

late  serai:  3421  acres 

mid  serai:  4017  acres 

early  serai:  6550  acres 

unclassified:  544  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing  management  for  the  Lakes  and  River  pastures.  For 

the  Clarno  Rapids  area,  adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period 
within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to 
riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant 
phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted 
normally  to  the  April  1 to  June  1 period.  For  the  Rayburn  pasture, 
develop  an  allotment  management  plan  or  pursue  exchange 
opportunities  for  other  lands  within  WSR  boundaries. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

6.9 

public 

6.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

42 

public 

38 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.3 

public 

6.7 

acres  excluded 

private 

880 

public 

5036 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  109 

Other  actions  approximately  320  acres  of  public  land  in  Wasco  county  could  be 

traded  for  private  lands  elsewhere  in  the  WSR  boundary,  eliminating 
the  need  for  3.5  miles  of  fence. 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2614  Clarno  Homestead 

Location: 

Category: 


Segment  2 River  Miles  106.1  - 108.3  and  108.7  - 109.3 
I 


AUMs  within  lease:  63 


Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.4 

public 

2.8 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

25 

public 

396 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

32 

public 

1693 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


season  long 
95-009,  96-060 
unleased 

Willow  Report  shows  no  change  in  the  extent  of  willow  communities 
within  the  allotment  between  1981  and  1995. 

Upland  monitoring  Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  established  in  1987  was  remeasured  in  1993 

and  1998.  Season  long  use  was  changed  to  non-use  in  1990. 
Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana  and  a decrease  in 
Poa  sandbergii. 
climax:  0 acres 
late  serai:  0 acres 
mid  serai:  0 acres 
early  serai:  1823  acres 
unclassified:  70  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

Adjust  lease  to  retire  grazing 
boundaries. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

on  public  lands  within  the  WSR 
n/a  (same  as  existing) 


n/a  (same  as  existing) 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2588  Spud 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  3 

River  Miles  110.7  - ' 

Category: 

M 

AUMs  within  lease: 

40 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

3.2 

public 

0.6 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

494 

public 

148 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

650 

public 

608 

Riparian  management  in  1988  exclusion  of  0.1  miles  of  public  river  bank  and  3.2  miles  of  private  river 

bank,  these  riparian  areas  subject  to  limited  trespass  during  low  river 
flows,  spring  grazing  on  0.5  miles  of  public  river  bank. 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


90-035 

same  as  above  except  trespass  is  largely  resolved. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.5  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 

1994.  Grazing  occurs  during  the  winter,  monitoring  shows  an  increase 

in  Sporobolus  cryptandrus. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  427  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  159  acres 

unclassified:  22  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  grazing  as  above,  construct  0.3  miles  of  fence.  Adjust  the  lease  to 

confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on 
pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be 
determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but 
would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  15  to  May  15  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

1 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.4 

acres  excluded 

private 

494 

public 

148 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  5 
Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2587  Corral  Canyon 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segments  River  Miles  109.6  - 111.4 
I 

88 


private 

1.7 

public 

0.1 

private 

66 

public 

4 

private 

1200 

public 

2101 

spring,  early  summer. 

97-007 

spring  use  with  livestock  removed  by  May  15th. 
none 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Corral  Canyon  Pasture  was 

established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in  1990  and  1994.  Grazing 

occurs  during  critical  growing  season  each  year  except  for  rest  in 

1992  and  1997,  utilization  levels  are  light  to  moderate.  Monitoring 

shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  17  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  2006  acres 

unclassified:  78  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 


during  the  March  15  to  May  1 

5 period 

No  Riparian  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.7 

public 

0.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

14 

public 

4 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.2 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

52 

public 

4 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 

0 

Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2512  Big  Muddy 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segments  River  Miles  114.5  - 128.1 
I 


605 

private 

8.0  public 

5.6 

private 

1069  public 

1142 

private 

64,483  public 

14,890 

winter  and  spring  use  by  permittees,  riparian  areas  subject  to  trespass 

grazing  during  low  river  flows. 

none 

spring 

Photo  point  on  Currant  Creek  established  in  1987  and  Remeasured  in 
1994.  There  was  no  discernable  change. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0 river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.47  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  west  of  Melendy  Ridge  was  established  in 
1987  and  remeasured  in  1994.  There  is  no  discernable  change. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Domogalla  Canyon  was  established  in 

1987,  but  could  not  be  found  in  1994,  the  study  was  reestablished. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Currant  Creek  Canyon  was  established  in 

1987,  but  could  not  be  found  in  1994,  the  study  was  reestablished. 

climax:  197  acres 

late  serai:  1861  acres 

mid  serai:  4211  acres 

early  serai:  8070  acres 

unclassified:  551  acres 

Construct  3.2  miles  fence  to  exclude  1 .9  riverbank  miles  and  rest  for 
10  years  3.4  miles  of  riverbank.  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing 
period  within  the  dates  of  November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with 
access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized  use  would  be  determined  by 
plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available  forage,  but  would  be 
restricted  normally  to  the  March  15  to  May  15  period. 


private 

6.9 

public 

3.2 

private 

42 

public 

19 

private 

1.6 

public 

3.2 

private 

30 

396 

public 

1280 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2545  Cherry  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 River  Miles  128.1  - 131.6 


438 

private  2.6  public  0.9 

private  427  public  164 

private  49,960  public  11,095 

winter  and  spring  use  by  permittees,  riparian  areas  subject  to  grazing 

trespass  during  low  river  flows. 

none 

winter  and  spring,  trespass  largely  resolved. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.23  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Horse  Heaven  Pasture  was  established  in 
1987  and  remeasured  in  1990  and  1994.  There  is  no  discernable 
change. 

climax:  892  acres 
late  serai:  3759  acres 
mid  serai:  3362  acres 
early  serai:  3082  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 


during  1 

the  March  15  tc 

> May  15  period. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.9 

public  1.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

24 

public  7 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public  0.9 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public  200 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 

6 

Other  actions 
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2624  Burnt  Ranch 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segments  River  Miles  131 .6  - 133.0 

C 

7 

private  0.0  public  1.4 

private  0 public  113 

private  2080  public  328 

spring  and  early  summer 
none 

early  spring  (between  March  15  and  April  15)  for  two  weeks  every 
other  year. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.46  river  miles  In  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  River  Pasture  (riparian  management 

pasture)  was  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in  1995.  Grazing 

occurred  each  spring  during  the  critical  growing  season  until  1997 

when  it  changed  to  two  weeks  use  every  other  year.  Monitoring 

shows  an  increase  in  Oryzopsis  hymenoides. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  316  acres 

unclassified:  12  acres 

Provide  three  years  rest  for  the  River  pasture,  then  authorize  grazing 
as  stated  above  for  1999. 


private 

0.0 

public 

1.4 

private 

0 

public 

8 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.9 

private 

0 

public 

180 

2 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


2641  North  80 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  3 River  Miles  1 33.0  - 1 33.2 

C 

3 


private 

0.2 

public 

0.0 

private 

9 

public 

0 

private 

25 

public 

78 

season  long 

none 

rotation 

none 

none 

climax:  6 acres 
late  serai:  26  acres 
mid  serai:  24  acres 
early  serai:  22  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 

same  as  existing 


private 

0.2 

public 

0.0 

private 

3 

public 

0 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

0 
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2533  Sutton  Mountain 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  3 

River  Miles  135.7-  140.0 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

1020 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.2 

public  6.7 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

30 

public  1163 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

640 

public  25,315 

Riparian  management  in  1988  winter  and  spring  by  permittee,  riparian  areas  received  trespass 

grazing  during  low  river  flows. 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


92-021,  92-044 

exclusion,  non-use  and  spring.  Spring  grazing  occurs  on  2.6  miles  of 
the  river.  The  Agate  Point  Wetland  Pasture  is  in  non-use  pending 
improved  riparian  conditions  and  encompasses  2.6  miles  of  the  river. 
The  Priest  Hole  Field  excludes  livestock  grazing  and  occupies  0.9 
miles  of  the  river.  The  Liberty  Bottom  Field  also  excludes  grazing  and 
consists  of  0.8  miles  of  the  river. 

Six  photo  points  (trend  overview)  and  five  photo  points  (cover  board), 
between  river  miles  136.5  and  137.6,  were  established  in  1995  in  the 
Agate  Point  Wetland  Pasture.  Not  remeasured. 

Photo  point  (cover  board)  on  Bridge  Creek  in  the  Manning  Field  was 
established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in  1991,  1995,  1997  and  1999. 
Spring  grazing  has  occurred  since  acquisition  of  the  land  in  1988. 
Grazing  use  varied  from  2 to  3 months  between  1988  and  1992,  to  3 
weeks  from  1993  to  1998  with  non-use  in  1997.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  willow  cover. 

Photo  point  (cover  board)  on  Bridge  Creek  in  the  Conniey  Field  was 
established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in  1991,  1995  and  1999. 

Grazing  use  varied  from  2 to  3 months  from  1988  to  1992,  to  one 
month  from  1993  to  19996.  Non-use  in  1997  and  1998.  Monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  willow  cover. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.75  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Stovepipe  Springs  Pasture  was 
established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in  1991  and  1995.  Grazing 
occurs  during  the  spring,  monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Sporobolus 
cryptandrus. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Stovepipe  Springs  Pasture  was 

established  in  1988  and  remeasured  in  1991  and  1995.  Grazing 

occurs  during  the  spring,  monitoring  shows  no  obvious  change. 

ecological  status  was  determined  for  6995  acres,  an  additional  18320 

acres  became  public  in  1992,  but  status  for  the  acquired  land  will  be 

determined  when  possible. 

climax:  897  acres 

late  serai:  1911  acres 

mid  serai:  988  acres 

early  serai:  2940  acres 

unclassified:  259  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Construct  2.3  miles  fence  to  create  2.6  miles  of  riverbank  exclusion. 

Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
May  1 period. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence  private  0.0  public  1.8 

acres  excluded  private  0 public  1 1 

other  actions 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence  private  0.0  public  2.3 

acres  excluded  private  0 public  1240 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  45 
Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2592  Mary  Misener 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  3 

River  Miles  141.4  - 142.8 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

52 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.4 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

269 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

640 

public  595 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


season  long 
92-044 
exclusion 
none 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  was  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1991.  Grazing  occurs  during  winter  and  early  spring,  monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  was  established  in  1995  and  has  not  been 

remeasured.  Grazing  occurs  during  winter  and  early  spring. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  172  acres 

mid  serai:  111  acres 

early  serai:  289  acres 

unclassified:  23  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2532  T.  Cole 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 

River  Miles  139.0  - 140.8 

C 

117 

private 

1.1  public  0.7 

private 

157  public  374 

private 

25,280  public  2116 

autumn  through  spring  by  permittee,  trespass  grazing  during  low  river 

flows. 

none 

winter,  trespass  resolved. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 

miles  in  1 981  to  1 .06  river  miles  in  1 995. 

none 

climax:  21  acres 
late  serai:  864  acres 
mid  serai:  54  acres 
early  serai:  634  acres 
unclassified:  60  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  15 
to  May  15  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.2 

public 

0.6 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

7 

public 

4 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

2.8 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

17 

42 

public 

520 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2659  Packsaddle 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  3 

River  Miles  143.2-  144.2 

Category: 

C 

AUMs  within  lease: 

20 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

70 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

481 

public  330 

Riparian  management  in  1988  winter  and  spring  by  permittee,  riparian  areas  subject  to  grazing 

trespass  during  low  river  flows. 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


92-044 

exclusion 

none 

none 

climax:  43  acres 
late  serai:  99  acres 
mid  serai:  99  acres 
early  serai:  76  acres 
unclassified:  13  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2517  Byrd’s  Point 

Location: 

Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 

Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segments  River  Miles  131.7  - 134.2 
River  Miles  135.3  - 136.4 


I 

94 

private  1 .6  public  2.0 

private  305  public  285 

private  4612  public  1455 

season  long 
87-003,  98-058 
exclusion 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.35  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  established  in  1993  and  has  not  been 

remeasured. 

climax:  224  acres 

late  serai:  495  acres 

mid  serai:  442  acres 

early  serai:  402  acres 

unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.6 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

25 

80 

public 

360 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2633  Amine  Peak 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 

Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 River  Miles  122.0  - 131.6 
I 

294 

private  5.7  public  3.9 

private  839  public  883 

private  11,062  public  4349 

winter  and  spring  by  permittee,  riparian  areas  received  grazing 
trespass  during  low  river  flows. 

87-003 

spring 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.58  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (Daubenmire)  established  in  1995  has  not  been 

remeasured. 

climax:  348  acres 

late  serai:  1479  acres 

mid  serai:  1304  acres 

early  serai:  1218  acres 

unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Construct  1 .5  miles  of  fence  to  create  1 .6  miles  of  riverbank  exclusion. 

Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  15 
to  May  15  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

5.7 

public 

3.9 

acres  excluded 

private 

34 

public 

24 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.8 

public 

2.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

174 

public 

800 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  35 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2535  Mayfield 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segments  River  Miles  118.0  - 119.6 
C 


11 

private  0.9  public  0.7 

private  141  public  86 

private  2360  public  345 

season  long 

87-010,  90-089 

spring 

none 

none 

climax:  0 acres 
late  serai:  301  acres 
mid  serai:  31  acres 
early  serai:  0 acres 
unclassified:  13  acres 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  14  days 


during  the  March  15  to  May  1 

5 period. 

private 

1.2 

public 

1.2 

private 

7 

public 

7 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

90 

0 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2656  Dry  Knob 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 

River  Miles  112.9  - 116.9 

C 

7 

private 

3.2 

public  0.8 

private 

731 

public  30 

private 

900 

public  275 

winter  and 

spring. 

riparian  areas  subjected  to  grazing  trespass  during 

low  river  flows. 

none 

autumn  through  spring 

none 

none 

climax:  22  acres 
late  serai:  93  acres 
mid  serai:  83  acres 
early  serai:  76  acres 
unclassified:  1 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  15 
to  May  15  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.8 

public 

0.4 

acres  excluded 

private 

9 

public 

2 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.1 

public 

1.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

30 

public 

34 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  2 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2649  Rim 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  WSR  boundaries. 

3 

private  0.0  public  0.0 

private  40  public  300 

private  1606  public  301 

n/a,  allotment  within  the  WSR  corridor,  but  not  on  the  river, 
none 

n/a,  allotment  within  the  WSR  corridor,  but  not  on  the  river. 

none 

none 

climax:  0 acres 
late  serai:  172  acres 
mid  serai:  0 acres 
early  serai:  118  acres 
unclassified:  1 1 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.1 

public 

0.7 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

300 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 
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2536  Spring  Basin 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 
I 

146 
private 
private 
private 
no  riverbank 


River  Miles  no  riverbank  on  allotment,  but  portions 
lie  within  the  WSR  boundaries. 

0.0  public  0.0 
3 public  90 
24,280  public  5363 


no  riverbank 
none 

Trend  plot  (frequency)  in  the  Spring  Basin  WSA  was  established  in 
1987  and  remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  generally  occurs  between 
November  1 and  February  28.  There  is  no  discernable  change. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Spring  Basin  WSA  was  established  in 

1987  and  remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  generally  occurs  between 

November  1 and  February  28.  There  is  no  discernable  change. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  3275  acres 

mid  serai:  450  acres 

early  serai:  1438  acres 

unclassified:  200  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.1 

public 

1.1 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

100 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  2 
Other  actions 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2630  Tripp 


Location: 

Segment  3 

River 

Miles  111.9  - 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

7 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.4 

public  0.2 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

18 

public  80 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

18 

public  80 

112.5 


Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


season  long 
none 

season  long 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.16  river  miles  in  1995. 

Upland  monitoring  Trend  plot  (frequency)  in  the  Upland  Pasture  was  established  in  1987 

and  remeasured  in  1993.  Grazing  is  winter  use  only  and  monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Upland  Pasture  was  established  in 
1987  and  remeasured  in  1993.  Grazing  is  winter  use  only  and 
monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Festuca  idahoensis. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  the  Upland  Pasture  was  established  in 
1987  and  remeasured  in  1993.  Grazing  is  winter  use  only  and 
monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  Poa  secunda. 
climax:  6 acres 
late  serai:  27  acres 
mid  serai:  24  acres 
early  serai:  22  acres 
unclassified:  1 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  exclusion,  construct  0.6  miles  of  fence.  Adjust  use  authorizations  to 

prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation 
of  use  would  be  dependant  upon  recovery  as  evaluated  by  an 
interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to  management  prescription  to 
sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.4 

public 

0.2 

acres  excluded 

private 

2 

public 

1 

other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

18 

public 

80 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  7 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2544  Circle  S 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 River  Miles  1 53.7  - 1 56.0 
I 

16 


private 

1.5 

public 

0.8 

private 

120 

public 

161 

private 

1596 

public 

598 

non-use  by  lessee,  but  trespass  use  occurring  season  long. 

98-058 

spring 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  153.8,  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 
1994.  Sporadic  trespass  use  occurring  season  long.  Monitoring 
shows  no  obvious  change. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.15  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  was  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 

1994.  Sporadic  trespass  use  occurring  season  long.  Monitoring 

shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  comata. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid  serai:  499  acres 

early  serai:  0 acres 

unclassified:  19  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  15 
to  May  15  period  and  rested  every  other  year. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  no  grazing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0 

public 

0 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

240 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  3 
Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2537  Dead  Dog  Canyon 


Location: 

Segment  3 

River  Miles  147.6-  150.2 

Category: 

1 

AUMs  within  lease: 

243 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.2 

public  1.4 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

111 

public  90 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

400 

public  3906 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


spring,  with  trespass  use  occurring  season  long 

92-044,  98-058 

exclusion 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 

miles  in  1981  to  0.17  river  miles  in  1995. 

none 

ecological  status  was  determined  for  1360  acres,  an  additional  2546 

acres  became  public  in  1992,  but  status  for  the  acquired  land  will  be 

determined  when  possible. 

climax:  176  acres 

late  serai:  414  acres 

mid  serai:  408  acres 

early  serai:  312  acres 

unclassified:  50  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

public 

acres  excluded 

private 

public 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

acres  excluded 

private 

91 

public 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


n/a  (same  as  existing) 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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2556  Murray  Howard 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  3 River  Miles  150.2  - 156.0 
I 

33 

private  3.2  public  2.6 

private  652  public  475 

private  7840  public  846 

winter,  spring,  summer 
98-058 
exclusion 

Photo  point  (Daubenmire  cover  board)  at  river  mile  153.4,  established 
in  1989  and  remeasured  in  1994.  Accurate  grazing  information  not 
available,  but  random  observations  indicated  various  amounts  of  use 
occurred  spring,  summer  and  winter.  Monitoring  shows  a decrease  in 
willow  density  at  this  study. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.35  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  was  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 

1994.  Accurate  grazing  information  not  available,  but  random 

observations  indicate  various  amounts  of  use  occurred  spring, 

summer  and  winter.  Monitoring  shows  no  discernable  change. 

climax:  59  acres 

late  serai:  122  acres 

mid  serai:  362  acres 

early  serai:  463  acres 

unclassified:  39  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

public 

acres  excluded 

private 

public 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.2 

public 

acres  excluded 

private 

189 

public 

public  land  AUMs  canceled 

16 

Other  actions 


n/a  (same  as  existing) 


2.4 

320 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2570  Zack  Keys 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 

Upland  monitoring 

Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segments  River  Miles  148.8  - 149.6 


58 

private  0.6  public  0.2 

private  204  public  98 

private  1680  public  1607 

season  long 

98-058 

exclusion 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.10  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  was  established  in  1987,  but  was  destroyed 

and  reestablished  in  1995. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid  serai:  1548  acres 

early  serai:  0 acres 

unclassified:  59  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as 

existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

acres  excluded 

private 

public 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.6 

acres  excluded 

private 

0 

public 

90 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  2 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Appendices 


2569  Zack  Keys 


Location: 


Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segments  River  Miles  145.6  - 148.8 
River  Miles  150.9  - 153.7 


71 

private  3.8  public  2.2 

private  427  public  449 

private  7885  public  2001 

season  long 

98-058 

exclusion 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  152.4  was  established  in  1989  and 
remeasured  in  1994.  Accurate  grazing  information  not  available,  but 
random  observations  indicate  various  amounts  of  use  occurred  spring, 
summer  and  winter.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  willow. 

Willow  Report:  shows  an  increase  in  willow  communities  from  0.0  river 
miles  in  1981  to  0.22  river  miles  in  1995. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  was  established  near  river  mile  152.4  in 
1989,  but  destroyed  and  then  reestablished  in  1995  as  a Daubenmire 
study. 

climax:  203  acres 
late  serai:  1239  acres 
mid  serai:  219  acres 
early  serai:  266  acres 
unclassified:  74  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

107 

public 

440 

public  land  AUMs  canceled  1 2 
Other  actions 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2589  McQuinn 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  4 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

1 


private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

322 

public 

40 

no  river  bank 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies 
No  established  monitoring  studies 
climax:  3 acres 
late  serai:  14  acres 
mid  serai:  12  acres 
early  serai:  11  acres 
unclassified:  0 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 


n/a  (same  as  existing) 
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Appendices 


2578  Logan 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  4 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

166 

private  0.0  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  13,570  public  2194 

No  river  bank  within  the  allotment 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

climax:  421  acres 

late  serai:  774  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  918  acres 

unclassified:  81  acres 

same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2517  Borschawa 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  4 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  river 

6 

private  0.0  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  2040  public  120 

No  river  bank  within  the  allotment 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies 

Trend  plot  (3x3)  established  in  1989  and  re-measured  in  1993. 
Authorized  grazing  season  is  May  1 to  July  15.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  established  in  1993.  No  re-measured. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  56  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  59  acres 

unclassified:  4 acres 


same  as  existing 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 
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2563  Horseshoe  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMs’s  within  lease: 
Miles  of  riverbank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 


NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 

Riparian  monitoring: 


Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Appendices 


Segment  4 River  Miles:  158.2-  170.0 

M 

100 

private  8.8  public  3.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  26,740  public:  1,667 

Exclusion  of  0.5  miles,  spring  grazing  (5/1  to  6/15)  on  1.5  miles,  and 
season  long  on  1.0  mile  of  public  riverbank,  season  long  on  8.8  miles 
of  private  river  bank. 

None 

Exclusion  of  0.5  mile  of  public  river  bank,  grazing  from  10/1  until  2/10 
on  2.5  miles  of  public  and  8.8  miles  of  private  river  bank. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  161.7,  established  in  1987,  and  reread  in 
1990  and  1995.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  herbaceous 
vegetation  on  the  gravel  bars. 

Trend  plot  (3X3  photoplot)  was  established  in  1990  and  reread  in 
1995.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  comata  and  Sporobolus 
cryptandrus 

A line  intercept  study(frequency)  was  established  in  1991.  Study  has 

not  been  reread. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  160  acres 

mid  serai:.  530  acres 

early  serai:  333  acres 

unclassified:  39  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  October 

1 to  May  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized 
use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days  during  the 
December  15  to  May  1 period.  Adjust  lease  to  prohibit  grazing  on 
public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

8.8 

public 

2.5 

acres  excluded: 

private 

107 

public 

36 

other  actions: 

none 

No  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

8.8 

public 

2.5 

acres  excluded: 

private 

1408 

public 

480 

Public  land  AUMs  canceled 

48 

Other  Actions 

None 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2625  David  Stirewalt 

Location 
Category: 
AUMs  with  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  with  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

acres  excluded 
other  actions: 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMs  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


Segment  4 River  Miles:  160.3  - 163.0 
I 

65 

private  0.0  public  2.7 

private  0 public  0 

private  4280  public  1340 

exclusion  of  2.7  miles  of  river  bank, 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  photo  points. 

Trend  plot  (3X3  photoplot)  established  in  1987  north  of  the  highway 

north  of  the  John  Day  River  and  reread  in  1992.  Grazing  is  excluded 

from  the  area  where  the  study  was  established.  Monitoring  showed  as 

increase  in  Sporobolus  cryptandrus.  Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  was 

established  in  1992.  Study  has  not  been  reread.  Grazing  has  been 

excluded  from  the  area  where  the  study  was  established. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid-seral:  1,121  acres 

early-seral:  169  acres 

unclassified:  50  acres 

same  as  existing.  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on 
public  lands  within  riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be 
dependant  upon  recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team 
and  subject  to  management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning 
condition. 


private: 

private: 

none 

n/a 

public: 

public: 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

0 

public 

3.2 

private 

43 

0 

public 

432 
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2626  Harper  Mt. 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  riverbank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  the  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  4 River  Miles:  163-  167.2 
I 

33 


private: 

2.2 

public 

2.0 

private: 

0 

public 

0 

private 

8180 

public: 

920 

Season  long 

97-121 

Exclusion. 

No  established  photo  points. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing;  miles  of  fence: 

acres  excluded: 
other  actions: 

private: 

private: 

none 

n/a 

public: 

public: 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

2.7 

public 

2.9 

acres  excluded 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
other  actions: 

private 

43 

432 

public 

464 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2613  Frank  R.  Robinson 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  4 River  Miles  164.0  - 164.3 

C 

4 


private 

0.0 

public 

0.3 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

1230 

public 

240 

spring,  summer  (5/1 

- 8/31) 

none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid  serai:  193  acres 

early  serai:  0 acres 

unclassified:  7 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

0 

public 

3 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

2.3 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

3 

0 

public 

115 
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2585  Seek  Peak 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  4 River  Miles  176.4-  177.8 
C 
11 


private 

1.4 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

1320 

public 

320 

Exclusion  of  1 .4  miles  of  private  land  river  bank, 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  285  acres 

mid  serai:  0 acres 

early  serai:  23  acres 

unclassified:  12  acres 

same  as  existing, 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


2627  Robert  W.  Straub 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 
Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  4 River  Miles  178.0-  179.4 

C 

69 


private 

0.0 

public 

1.4 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

5000 

public 

678 

Spring  and  summer 

none 

exclusion 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid  serai:  288  acres 

early  serai:  365  acres 

unclassified:  25  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.4 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

0 

public 

17 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

3.3 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

22 

0 

public 

224 
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2575  Andrew  Leckie 

Location: 
Category 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSA  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 

Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Appendices 


Segment  4 River  Miles:  181.0  - 181.3 
I 
1 

private  0 public:  0.5 

private  0 public  0 

private  2,000  public  40 

exclusion  of  0.5  miles  of  river  bank, 
none 

Exclusion  of  0.5  miles  of  river  bank 

Photo  point  established  in  1987.  Photo  point  has  not  been  reread. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  established  in  1987  and  reread  in  1988. 

Increase  in  Sporobolus  cryptandrus 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  0 acres 

mid-seral:  14  acres 

early-seral  39  acres 

unclassified:  2 acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

acres  excluded: 
other  actions: 

private 

private 

none 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.0 

acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled 
Other  actions: 

private 

1 

none 

0 

public 

160 

193 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2554  Charles  Hill 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 

NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980 


Segment  4 River  Miles  178.5-  181.0,181.3-  182.8 
I 

86 

private  7.3  public  0.8 

private  0 public  0 

private  1,520  public  1,835 

Spring  grazing  on  0.8  miles  of  public  and  2.0  miles  of  private  river 
bank  and  summer  grazing  on  5.3  miles  of  private  river  bank, 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  was  establish  in  1987  and  reread  in  1991 
and  1996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the  spring,  mid-April  to 
the  end  of  May.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Sporobolus 
cryptandrus. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot). was  established  in  1991  and  reread  in 
1 996.  Livestock  grazed  the  pasture  from  April  1 5 until  May  31 . 
Monitoring  shows  no  increase  in  perennial  plants  in  the  study  plot. 
Agropyron  spicatum  can  only  be  seen  in  areas  in  between  rocks. 
Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  was  established  in  1993.  Photoplot  has 
not  been  reread. 

Line  intercept  study(frequency)  was  established  in  1991  and  reread  in 
1 996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  from  April  1 5 until  May  31 . There 
was  no  increase  in  the  frequency  of  key  species. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  was  established  in  1991  and  reread  in 

1 996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  from  April  1 5 until  May  31 . 

Topography  limits  the  amount  of  time  that  livestock  graze  the  area. 

Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  ground  cover  of  herbaceous 

vegetation. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  556  acres 

mid  serai:  1 ,751  acres 

early  serai:  156  acres 

unclassified:  94  acres. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  April  15 

to  June  30  on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of  authorized 
use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  14  days  during  the  grazing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

period. 

private 

7.3 

public 

0.8 

acres  excluded: 

private 

88 

public: 

10 

other  actions: 
No  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

none 

private 

7.8 

public: 

1.3 

acres  excluded: 

private 

560 

public: 

128 

Public  land  AUMS  canceled: 
Other  actions 

13 
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2528  Sentinel  Peak 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS’s  within  lease 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSA  boundaries: 
Acres  within  the  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 


NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 
Ecological  status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Segment  4 River  Miles:  1 70.5  - 1 72.5 

C 

44 


private:  3.0  public:  1.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  1 ,335  public  1 ,240 

Spring  grazing,  April  1 5 to  May  31 , of  0.5  miles  of  public  and  1 .5  miles 
of  private  river  bank  and  no  livestock  grazing  on  0.5  miles  of  public 
and  1 .5  miles  of  private  river  bank. 

91-018,  88-088,  88-062 
same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  plots. 

No  established  monitoring  plots, 
climax:  0 acres 
late  serai:  474  acres 
mid  serai:  0 acres 
early  serai:  720  acres 
unclassified:  46  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  April  15 

to  May  31  on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

3.0 

public 

1.0 

Acres  excluded: 
Other  actions 

private 

none 

18 

public 

6 

No  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.5 

public 

1.5 

Acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
Other  actions: 

private 

8 

none 

240 

public 

80 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
41 45  Two  County 


Location: 

Segment  4 

River  miles  184.5-  190.5 

Category: 

1 

AUMS  within  the  lease: 

1,105 

Miles  of  riverbank: 

private 

10.6 

public 

1.4 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 

private 

0 

public 

0 

Acres  within  allotment: 

private 

12,750 

public 

13,796 

Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documentation: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Season  long 
91-060,  88-030 
Exclusion 

No  established  monitoring  studies 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  established  on  the  allotment  in  1988  and  reread 
in  1993  and  1998.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  from  May  1 until  the 
end  of  Sept.  There  is  no  discernable  change. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 

Acres  excluded: 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 
Acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
Other  actions: 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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2662  Johnson  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS’s  Within  Lease: 
Miles  of  riverbank: 
Acres  within  WSA  boundaries: 
Acres  within  the  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documentation: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 
Acres  excluded: 
Other  actions: 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
Acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


Appendices 


Segment  4 River  Miles:  182.0  183.5 
I 

7,698 

private  2.5  public  0.5 

private  0 public  0 

private  11,140  public  7,698 

Grazing  from  5/1  to  9/30 

none 

Exclusion 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot(  3 ft.  X 3 ft.)  established  in  1997  and  reread  in  1990  and 
1995.  Grazing  occurred  from  5/1  to  9/30  in  the  uplands.  Monitoring 
showed  an  increase  in  Festuca  idahoensis. 

Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 
riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


private 

n/a  public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

private 

public 

none 

private: 

n/a  public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

private 

public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


2501  Herbert  Asher 

Location; 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980; 


Segment  4 River  Miles  1 94.5  - 1 96.8 
I 

101 

private  4.0  public  0.3 

private  0 public  0 

private  2039  public  1999 

Exclusion  of  all  river  bank. 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 
1996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  in  late  fall.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  Agropyron  intermedium. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 
1 996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  in  late  fall.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  Artemisia  tridentata. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 
1996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  in  winter.  Monitoring  shows  no 
discernable  change. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 
1996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  in  late  fall.  Monitoring  shows  no 
discernable  change. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  established  in  1991  and  remeasured  in 

1 996.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  in  late  fall.  Monitoring  shows  no 

discernable  change. 

climax:  0 acres 

late  serai:  608  acres 

mid  serai:  223  acres 

early  serai:  1093  acres 

unclassified:  75  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 
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Appendices 


4001  Johnny  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


River  Miles  196.2-  198.2 


Segment  4 
C 

196 

private  1 .5 

private  0 

private  1918 

spring 
none 
exclusion 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


public  0.5 
public  0 
public  1160 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 


n/a  (same  as  existing) 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

public 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

public 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

public 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
2558  Squaw  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 


Segment  4 River  Miles  200.0  - 200.8 
I 

301 


Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.6 

public 

0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public 

0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

7800 

public 

5741 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Ecological  Status  as  measured  in  1980: 


Exclusion 

none 

same  as  above 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1987  and  remeasured  in 
1990  and  1993.  Authorized  grazing  is  4/1  - 11/30.  Monitoring  shows 
an  increase  in  Agropyron  spicatum  and  Festuca  idahoensis. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1990  and  not  remeasured. 

climax:  28  acres 

late  serai:  1833  acres 

mid  serai:  2668  acres 

early  serai:  999  acres 

unclassified:  213  acres 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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4076  Cottonwood  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  4 River  Miles  205.8  - 207.8 
I 

204 


private  4.0 

private  0 

private  4440 

Season  long 
none 

same  as  above. 


public  0.0 
public  0 
public  3113 


Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  established  in  1992  and  remeasured  in 
1998.  Authorized  season  of  use  is  4/15  - 10/30.  Monitoring  shows  the 
area  heavily  grazed. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1988  and  remeasured  in 
1 992  and  1 997.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  from  4/15-1 0/30. 

Photos  show  a decrease  in  Sitanion  hystrix. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1992  and  not  remeasured. 
Photo  indicates  the  area  is  heavily  grazed. 

Trend  study  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1993  and  remeasured  in 
1 998.  Livestock  graze  the  area  from  4/15-1 0/30.  Monitoring  shows  a 
decrease  in  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Trend  study  (line  intercept)  established  in  1992  and  remeasured  in 
1 998.  Livestock  graze  the  area  from  4/15-1 0/30.  Monitoring  shows 
no  change  in  the  frequency  of  key  species. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4007  Windy  Point 


Location: 

Segment  4 

River  Miles  207.8  - 209.0 

Category: 

1 

AUMS  within  lease: 

407 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.2  public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

3330  public  2514 

Riparian  management  in  1988 

spring 

NEPA  documents 

none 

Riparian  management  in  1999 

spring 

Riparian  monitoring 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Upland  monitoring 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a  public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 

acres  excluded 

private 

public 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a  public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 

acres  excluded 

private 

public 

public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 
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4068  Sheep  Gulch 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  4 
I 

292 
private 
private 
private 
season  long 


River  Miles  208.5  - 209.8 


2.6  public  0.0 

0 public  0 

2090  public  3499 


spring 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 
1995.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  spring,  monitoring  shows  no 
discernable  change  in  vegetation. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 
1994.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  spring  and  summer, 
monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  the  frequency  of  Agropyron  spicatum. 
Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  established  in  1989.  Livestock  graze  the 
pasture  during  spring,  monitoring  shows  no  discernable  change. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 
1994.  Livestock  graze  during  spring  and  summer,  monitoring  shows  a 
decrease  in  Sitanion  hystrix. 


same  as  existing. 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing)  . 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4041  Franks  Creek 

Location: 
Category; 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  4 River  Miles  21 2.0  - 21 2.3 
C 

225 

private  0.3  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  1255  public  2617 

Exclusion  of  0.3  miles  of  private  river  bank. 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1988  and  remeasured  in 
1993  and  1999.  Livestock  graze  this  pasture  from  mid-June  until  late 
August.  Photos  show  an  increase  in  Lupinus  spp. 

same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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4023  Triple  Fork 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  5 River  Miles  226.2  - 226.3 

C 

20 


private 

0.1 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

33 

public 

320 

Exclusion  of  0.1  miles  of  private  river  bank. 


same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


same  as  existing. 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4084  Lower  Damond 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  5 River  Miles  235.0  - 235.4 

C 

36 


private 

0.8 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

220 

public 

240 

spring 

none. 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 
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4168  Grub  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


River  Miles  249.5-251.7 
14 


private 

4.4 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

7860 

public 

80 

unknown 

none 

exclusion 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


same  as  existing 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

Segment  5 
C 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4101  Lower  Cupper 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

39 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1600 

public  240 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


allotment  contains  no  river  bank 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

Other  actions 
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4094  Dry  Creek 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies 

within  1/4  mile  of  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

25 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

200 

public  120 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


No  river  bank 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4080  South  Stonehill 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  4.5  - 5.5 

Category: 

C 

AUMS  within  lease: 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

560 

public  400 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Unknown 

none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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4127  Kimberly 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  1.0  - 1.5 

Category: 

C 

AUMS  within  lease: 

40 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.2 

public  0.3 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

40 

public  240 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


exclusion 

none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 
riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4037  Juniper 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  4.8  - 5.4 

Category: 

C 

AUMS  within  lease: 

40 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.6 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

620 

public  400 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing;  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


exclusion 

none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


same  as  existing. 


private 

private 

private 

private 


n/a 


n/a 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 


212 


Appendices 


4031  Coyote  Fields 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  8.0  - 9.2 

Category: 

C 

AUMS  within  lease: 

20 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

1.2 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1956 

public  160 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


unknown 

none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


4030  Powersite 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  6 River  Miles  5.0  - 6.2 

C 

20 

private  1.2  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  130  public  120 

unknown 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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4025  Portuguese 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies 

within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

27 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

453 

public  160 

Riparian  management  in  1988  no  river  bank  in  allotment 
NEPA  documents  none 
Riparian  management  in  1999  same  as  above. 

Riparian  monitoring  No  established  monitoring  studies. 
Upland  monitoring  No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4011  CG 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  6 River  Miles  12.0-1 2.8 

C 

31 


private  1.5  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  1560  public  240 

unknown 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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4009  Birch  Creek 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  6 

River  Miles  3.0 

-9.0 

C 

368 

private 

4.8 

public 

1.2 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

4840 

public 

3169 

season  long 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  December  15  to  May  1 period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

6.0 

public 

2.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

764 

public 

193 

other  actions 

cancellation  of  19  AUMS 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

6.0 

public 

2.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

764 

public 

193 

public  land  AUMS  canceled 

19 

Other  actions 


217 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4035  Rim 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

41 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

90 

public  80 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


no  river  bank 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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4178  Cheatgrass 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

4 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

165 

public  40 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


no  river  bank  in  allotment 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4069  Big  Spring 


Location: 

Segment  6 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  on  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

17 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1420 

public  80 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


no  river  bank  in  allotment 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

acres  excluded 

private 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

acres  excluded 

private 

public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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4185  Cockran  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segments  River  Miles  9.2  - 10.6 
C 
16 


private 

1.4 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

1241 

public 

160 

unknown 

none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4012  River 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  6 

River  Miles  16.8  - 18.0 

C 

13 

private 

1.0 

public  0.8 

private 

0 

public  0 

private 

140 

public  135 

Exclusion  on  0.8  miles  of  river  bank  due  to  topographic  barriers  and 

fencing  on  adjacent  lands. 

none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 
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4082  Jack-of-Clubs 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  6 River  Miles  16.3-1 8.6 

C 

25 


private 

1.5 

public 

0.9 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

1350 

public 

200 

Exclusion. 

none. 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Appendices 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same 

as  existing) 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4003  Slickear  Mt. 

Location; 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999; 


Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  7 River  Miles  21 .5  - 25.0,  25.2  - 31 .8 


M 

537 

private  3.0  public  7.1 

private  0 public  0 

private  28,300  public  3,274 

season  long 
none 

Since  1993  the  riparian  pastures  have  been  grazed  from  March  15  to 
May  15.  In  1999  a fall  treatment,  Oct.  1 until  Nov.  30,  will  be  applied. 
In  the  following  years  the  March  15  to  May  15  treatment  will  be 
followed. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  March  15 
to  May  15  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

1.3 

public 

6.3 

acres  excluded: 
other  actions: 

private 

none 

15 

public 

20 

No  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

4.0 

public 

10.0 

acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS  canceled: 
Other  actions: 

private 

41 

none 

200 

public 

620 

224 


4028  Neale  Butte 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documentation: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 


Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  7 
C 

119 

private 

private 

private 

season  long 

95-016 


River  Miles  20.9-27.7 


6.0 

public 

4.0 

0 

public 

0 

1,810 

public 

712 

Spring  grazing  on  2.4  miles  of  public  and  1 .4  miles  of  private  river 
bank  and  season  long  grazing  on  1 .6  miles  of  public  and  4.6  miles  of 
private  river  bank. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

Acres  excluded: 
Other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
Acres  excluded 
Public  land  AUMS  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
June  1 period.  Develop  allotment  management  plan. 


private 

3.2 

public 

1.2 

private 

none 

19 

public 

7 

private 

3.7 

public 

1.7 

private 

16 

592 

public 

160 

none 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4029  North  Fork 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 


Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  7 River  Miles  30. 1 -40.3 


M 

316 

private  11.3  public  9.1 

private  0 public  0 

private  5,505  public  1,894 

Season  long 
None 

April  1 to  May  31. 

Photo  point  at  river  mile  35,  established  in  1995,  and  reread  in  1996, 
1997,  and  1998.  Pasture  was  grazed  season  long,  is  now  grazed 
during  the  spring.  Photos  show  an  increase  in  herbaceous  vegetation. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing;  miles  of  fence: 

Acres  excluded: 
Other  actions: 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
Acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


same  as  existing 


private 

11.3 

public 

9.1 

private 

68 

public 

55 

none 

private 

11.8 

public 

9.6 

private 

896 

public 

720 

72 

none 
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6532  Doherty 


Appendices 


Location; 

Segment  7 

River  Miles  49.5-55.2 

Category: 

C 

AUMs  within  lease: 

196 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

7.9 

public  3.5 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

280 

public  200 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

4120 

public  2015 

Riparian  management  in  1988 

Season  long 

NEPA  documents 

none 

Riparian  management  in  1999 

same  as  above. 

Riparian  monitoring 

none 

Upland  monitoring 

none. 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

adjust  the  lease  to  confine  authorized  use  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  river  riparian  zones. 
Dates  of  actual  use  will  be  determined  by  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  will  normally  be  for  less  than  90  days  within  the  November 

1 to  June  1 period. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

7.9 

public  3.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

48 

public  18 

other  actions 

None 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

7.9 

public  3.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

280 

public  200 

public  land  AUMs  cancelled 

20 

Other  actions 

none 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
6549  Healy 


Location: 

Segment  7 

River  Miles  40.5-48.0 

Category: 

C 

AUMs  within  lease: 

107 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

6.5 

public  .5 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

820 

public  140 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

4,000 

public  1,007 

Riparian  management  in  1988 

Season  long 

NEPA  documents 

none 

Riparian  management  in  1999 

same  as  above. 

Riparian  monitoring 

none 

Upland  monitoring 

none. 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

adjust  the  lease  to  confine  authorized  use  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  river  riparian  zones. 
Dates  of  actual  use  will  be  determined  by  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  will  normally  be  for  less  than  90  days  within  the  November 

1 to  June  1 period. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

6.5 

public  0.5 

acres  excluded 

private 

36 

public  6 

other  actions 

None 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

7.0 

public  1.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

820 

public  140 

public  land  AUMs  cancelled 

14 

Other  actions 

None 
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4189  Morris 


Appendices 


Location: 

Segment 

7 

River  Miles  40.0-43.7 

Category: 

C 

AUMs  within  lease: 

5 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

3.7 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

440 

public  20 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

1,160 

public  40 

Riparian  management  in  1988 

Season  long 

NEPA  documents 

none 

Riparian  management  in  1999 

same  as  above. 

Riparian  monitoring 

none 

Upland  monitoring 

None  . 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

adjust  the  lease  to  confine  authorized  use  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  river  riparian  zones. 
Dates  of  actual  use  will  be  determined  by  herd  size  and  available 
forage,  but  will  normally  be  for  less  than  90  days  within  the  November 

1 to  June  1 period. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.7 

public  0.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

24 

public  0 

other  actions 

None 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

4.3 

public  0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

440 

public  20 

public  land  AUMs  cancelled 

2 

Other  actions 

None 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


4125  Umatilla 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  Within  Lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  Documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  7 

River 

Miles  45.0  to  50.1 

C 

113 

private 

4.1 

public  1.0 

private 

0 

public  0 

private 

2,020 

public  679 

Season  long 
None 

same  as  above. 

No  established  studies. 
No  established  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
May  31  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

4.1 

public 

1.0 

acres  excluded: 

private 

50 

public 

12 

Other  actions: 

none 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 

private 

4.6 

public 

1.5 

Acres  excluded: 

private 

656 

public 

160 

Public  land  AUMS  canceled:  1 6 
Other  actions:  none 
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Appendices 


4042  Johnny  Cake  Mtn. 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


River  Miles  27.7-30.2 


Segment  7 
C 
30 

private 
private 
private 
Spring 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


1.5  public  1.0 
0 public  0 
1,040  public  280 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
May  31  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

1.5 

public 

1.0 

Acres  excluded: 
Other  actions: 

private 

none 

18 

public 

12 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 

private 

2.0 

public 

1.5 

Acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS  canceled: 
Other  actions: 

private 

16 

none 

240 

public 

160 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


4083  19-20 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  7 River  Miles  19.8-20.9 
I 

26 


private 

0.8 

public 

0.6 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

688 

public 

160 

Season  long 

None 

Spring 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
May  31  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

0.8 

public 

0.6 

Acres  excluded: 

private 

10 

public 

7 

Other  actions: 

none 

No  grazing:  miles  of  fence: 

private 

1.3 

public 

1.1 

Acres  excluded 

private 

128 

public 

96 

Public  land  AUMS  canceled: 

10 

Other  actions: 

none 
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4139  Bone  Yard 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  7 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  river. 

148 

private  0.0  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  19,300  public  1400 

no  miles  of  river  bank  in  allotment 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  established  in  1989  and  remeasured  in 
1995.  Authorized  grazing  is  9/30  - 11/30,  monitoring  shows  a 
decrease  in  Festuca  idahoensis. 


same  as  existing 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


4122  Big  Bend 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  7 River  Miles  24.7  - 25.7 

C 

25 


private 

0.2 

public 

0.8 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

360 

public 

280 

season  long 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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Appendices 


4089  East  Monument 


Location: 

Segment  7 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies 

within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

52 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

620 

public  360 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


no  river  bank  within  allotment 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions; 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4027  Top  Road 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  7 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

9 


private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

- 

public 

50 

no  river  bank  on  allotment 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

236 


Appendices 


4015  Mud  Springs 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  7 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

30 


private 

0.0 

public 

0.0 

private 

0 

public 

0 

private 

- 

public 

240 

no  river  bank 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 
private  n/a 

private 

private  n/a 

private 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4169  Sheepshed  Canyon 


Location: 

Segment  7 

River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 

Category: 

C 

lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

AUMS  within  lease: 

13 

Miles  of  river  bank 

private 

0.0 

public  0.0 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 

private 

0 

public  0 

Acres  within  allotment 

private 

4800 

public  80 

Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


no  river  bank 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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4135  Gibson  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  9 River  Miles  15.0  - 15.2 
C 
20 


private  0.0  public  0.2 

private  0 public  0 

private  1480  public  120 

season  long 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Appendices 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
May  31  period.  Pursue  opportunities  to  exchange  lands  adjacent  to 
river  for  other  lands  within  the  WSR. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

0.2 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

0 

public 

5 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

1.2 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

6 

0 

public 

40 
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4046  Three  Mile 


Location: 

Segment  9 

River  Mile  4.9  - 

7.0 

Category: 

C 

AUMS  within  the  lease: 

8 

Miles  of  river  bank: 

private 

3.4 

public 

0.8 

Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 

private 

0 

public 

0 

Acres  within  the  allotment: 

private 

2,174 

public 

80 

Riparian  management  in  1988: 

season 

long 

NEPA  documents: 

None 

Riparian  management  in  1999:  Same  as  above 

Riparian  monitoring:  No  established  riparian  monitoring  studies. 

Upland  monitoring:  Trend  plot  (3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  established  in  1989.  Study  shows  an  increase 

in  the  number  of  and  vigor  of  Agropyron  spicatum  plants 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing,  miles  of  fence: 

acres  excluded: 
other  actions: 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
acres  excluded 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  April  1 to  May 
31  period.  Pursue  opportunities  to  develop  an  allotment  management 
plan  or  to  exchange  lands  adjacent  to  river  for  other  lands  within  the 
WSR. 

private  0 public  0.8 

private  0 public  40 

cancellation  of  3 AUMs 
private  0 public  0.8 

private  0 public  40 

3 

none 
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4014  Middle  Fork 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS’s  Within  Lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  Within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  Within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  9 River  Miles  33.0  - 36.0,  36.8  - 37.0 

C 

77 


private  5.8  public  0.7 

private  0 public  0 

private  15,952  public  562 

season  long 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing,  miles  of  fence: 

acres  excluded: 
Other  actions: 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
Acres  excluded: 
Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  1 to 
May  31  period.  Pursue  opportunities  to  develop  an  allotment 
management  plan  or  to  exchange  lands  adjacent  to  river  for  other 
lands  within  the  WSR. 
private  0 public  0.5 

private  0 public  100 

cancellation  of  10  AUMS 
private  0 public  0.5 

private  0 public  100 

10 

none 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4038  Dayville 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  10  River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

141 

private  0.0  public  0.0 

private  0 public  0 

private  2960  public  1640 

No  river  bank  in  allotment, 
none 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing. 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

acres  excluded 

private 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

n/a 

acres  excluded 

private 

public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 

public  n/a  (same  as  existing) 
public 
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4020  Murderers  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 

Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Appendices 


Segment  10  River  Miles  6.3  - 12.2  and  24.5  - 25.2 
M 

860 

private  0.0  public  5.2  state  8.0 

private  479  public  1998  state  390 

private  2250  public  16,004  state  15,989 

exclusion  of  5.4  river  bank  miles  and  spring  grazing  on  7.8  miles 
89-054,  93-100,  94-083,  96-075 

exclusion  of  5.4  river  bank  miles  and  rotation  (spring  and  non-use)  on 
7.8  miles. 

Photopoint  at  river  mile  6.4,  in  the  Munjar  pasture,  established  in  1979 
and  remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  was  excluded,  recreation  impacts 
are  noted,  banks  have  stabilized,  cottonwood  trees  have  disappeared, 
shrub  and  herbaceous  layers  have  widened. 

Photopoint  at  river  mile  7.5,  in  the  Munjar  pasture,  established  in  1980 
and  remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  was  excluded,  some  erosion  and 
downcutting  has  occurred,  but  willows  have  expanded,  herbs,  alders 
and  cottonwoods  were  becoming  established. 

Photopoint  at  river  mile  9.1,  in  the  River  pasture,  established  in  1979 
and  remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  was  rest  - spring  rotation,  banks 
are  healing,,  willows  have  expanded,  cottonwood  and  alder  have 
established. 

Photopoint  at  river  mile  9.8,  in  River  pasture,  established  in  1979  and 
remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  was  rest  - spring  rotation,  banks  have 
stabilized  and  vegetated.  Willow,  alder  and  cottonwood  recruitment 
was  noted. 

Photopoint  at  river  mile  10.1,  in  River  pasture,  established  in  1980  and 
remeasured  in  1990.  Grazing  was  rest  - spring  rotation,  banks  have 
healed,  woody  vegetation  was  described  as  sparse  though  pictures 
show  vigorous  herbaceous  and  woody  species. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  Photo  point)  in  Munjar  pasture  was  established  in 
1976  and  remeasured  in  1988  and  1990.  See  riparian  management 
above,  Chrysothamnus  sp.  has  decreased. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  Munjar  pasture  was  established  in  1992 
and  remeasured  in  1993  and  1998.  Agropyron  spicatum  has 
increased. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  Photo  point)  in  River  pasture  was  established  in  1976 
and  remeasured  in  1988,  1990,  and  1998.  See  riparian  management 
above,  no  change  is  obvious. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  River  pasture  was  established  in  1990  and 
remeasured  in  1998.  Chrysothamnus  sp.  has  decreased. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  River  pasture  was  established  in  1993  and 
remeasured  in  1998.  Gutierrezia  sarothrae  has  decreased  in  vigor 
and  Agropyron  spicatum  has  increased. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  River  pasture  was  established  in  1993 
and  remeasured  in  1998.  Agropyron  spicatum  and  Festuca 
idahoensis  have  increased  in  vigor  and  Chrysothamnus  sp.  has 
decreased. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  Cow  Gulch  pasture  was  established  in 
1976  and  remeasured  in  1988,  1989,  1994  and  1998.  Grazing  every 
June  changed  in  1992  to  a rest  rotation,  an  increase  in  Agropyron 
spicatum  and  Sitanion  hystrix  has  occurred.  An  extirpation  of  Purshia 
tridentata  occurred  in  the  early  1980s  due  to  an  infestation  of 
grasshoppers. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  Photo  point)  in  Cow  Gulch  pasture  was  established  in 
1976  and  remeasured  in  1988,  1990  and  1998.  Sitanion  hystrix  has 
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increased. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  Cow  Gulch  pasture  was  established  in 
1990  and  remeasured  in  1998.  Sitanion  hystrix  has  increased. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Cow  Gulch  pasture  was  established  in 
1992  and  remeasured  in  1993  and  1998.  Agropyron  spicatum  has 
increased. 

Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  Jackass  pasture  was  established  in  1988 
and  remeasured  in  1989  and  1994.  See  riparian  management  above, 
Gutierrezia  sarothrae  increased  and  Agropyron  spicatum  decreased. 
Trend  plot  (line  intercept)  in  Cougar  Gulch  pasture  was  established  in 
1988  and  remeasured  in  1989  and  1990.  See  management  for  Cow 
Gulch  pasture,  Festuca  idahoensis  increased. 

Trend  plot  (3x3  photoplot)  in  Cougar  Gulch  pasture  was  established  in 
1988  and  remeasured  in  1990.  No  change  was  obvious. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as 

existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.0 

public 

3.8 

state 

4.0 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

0.0 

public 

35.0 

state 

36 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

0.4 

public 

5.4 

state 

1.7 

acres  excluded 

private 

188 

public 

3057 

state 

828 

public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

none 

8 

public 

146 

state 

36 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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4186  Big  Flats 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 

NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  10  River  Miles  34.4-36.1 
I 

71 

private  1 .2  public  2.0 

private  public 

private  720  public  900 

season  long  on  1 .6  miles  of  public  riverbank  and  spring  grazing  on  0.4 
miles  of  public  and  2.0  miles  of  private  riverbank. 

None 

Exclusion  on  1.6  miles  of  public  riverbank,  the  pasture  with  0.4  miles 
of  public  riverbank  facilitates  livestock  movement  between  Big  Baldy 
and  the  rest  of  the  Big  Flats  allotments  and  is  grazed  June  1 to  June 
15, 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  photoplot  established  in  1988  and  reread  in 
1993  and  1998  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the  spring. 
Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  forbs  with  no  increase  in  Agropyron 
spicatum.. 

Trend  plot  (3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  photoplot  established  in  1988  and  reread  in 
1998.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the  spring.  Monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  ground  cover  and  no  increase  in  Festuca 
idahoensis. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of  June  1 to 

June  15  on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.2 

public 

0.4 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

None 

24 

public 

4 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.0 

public 

4.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

31 

None 

260 

public 

310 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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4119  Black  Canyon 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  10 

River  Miles 

12.3-13.5 

C 

188 

private 

2.4 

public 

0.0 

private 

370 

public 

20 

private 

2,880  public 

944 

No  riverbank  on  public  land. 

None 

Exclusion. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

None 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a 

(same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.0 

public 

0.8 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

1 

None 

80 

public 

10 
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4124  Smokey  Creek 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 


NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  10  River  Miles  2.9 -3.9,  5.2  - 5.8 
I 

307 

private  3.0  public  0.2 

private  public 

private  2,160  public  2,213 

Topography  and  fencing  on  the  adjacent  private  lands  limits  the 
grazing  on  the  0.2  miles  of  riverbank.  Grazing  has  been  spring 
grazing  if  the  livestock  drift  into  the  area. 

None 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Gray  Gulch  pasture 
in  1969  and  reread  in  1970,  1971,  1972,  1977,  1989,  and  1995. 
Pasture  has  been  rested  for  the  last  two  years.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  ground  cover  and  Agropyron  cristatum. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  Gray  Gulch  pasture 
in  1989  and  reread  in  1995.  Pasture  has  been  rested  for  two  years. 
Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  the  frequency  of  Agropyron 
cristatum. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Smokey  Creek 
pasture  in  1969  and  reread  in  1970,  1971,  1972,  1977,  1989,  and  in 
1995.  Pasture  has  been  rested  for  the  past  two  years.  Monitoring 
shows  no  increase  in  perennial  herbaceous  vegetation 
Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  Smokey  Creek 
pasture  in  1989.  Study  has  not  been  reread. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Smokey  Creek 
pasture  in  1969  and  reread  in  1970,  1971,  1972,  1977,  1989,  and 
1995.  Pasture  has  been  rested  for  the  last  two  years.  Monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  thurberiana. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  Smokey  Creek 
pasture  in  1989  and  reread  in  1995.  Pasture  has  been  rested  for  two 
years.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  the  frequency  of  Agropyron 
spicatum. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Gray  Gulch  pasture 
in  1972  and  reread  in  1989  and  1995.  Pasture  has  been  rested  for  two 
years.  Monitoring  shows  the  ground  cover  and  Agropyron  cristatum. 
Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  Gray  Gulch  pasture 
in  1 989  and  reread  in  1 995.  Pasture  has  been  rested  for  two  years. 
Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  the  frequency  of  Agropyron  cristatum 
and  Sitanion  hystrix. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  15 
to  May  31  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.0 

public 

0.2 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

None 

36 

public 

3 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

3.0 

public 

0.2 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

2 

None 

480 

public 

32 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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4052  Big  Baldy 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring 


Segment  10  River  Miles  26.0-34.5 
I 

600 

private  9.6  public  7.4 

private  960  public  341 1 

private  3,090  public  11,132 

Season-long 

88-01 1 , 89-027,  92-032 

There  are  two  pastures  within  the  allotment  boundary.  One  pasture  is 
rested  and  one  pasture  is  grazed  from  April  1 5 until  May  31 . The  next 
year  the  rotation  is  reversed. 

Photo  point  was  established  in  the  North  Pasture  in  1995  and  reread 
in  1996,  1997,  and  1998.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1995, 

1997,  and  will  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1999.  Livestock  grazed  the 
pasture  in  1996  and  1998  from  April  15  until  May  31  Monitoring  shows 
the  herbaceous  vegetation  has  been  maintained  and  maintenance  of 
the  willow  canopy. 

Photo  point  was  established  in  the  North  Pasture  at  river  mile  29.5  in 
the  North  Pasture  in  1995  and  reread  in  1996,  1997,  and  1998. 
Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1995,  1997,  and  will  not  graze 
the  pasture  in  1999.  Livestock  grazed  the  pasture  in  1996  and  1998 
from  April  15  until  May  31 . Monitoring  shows  maintenance  of  the 
herbaceous  ground  cover  and  the  shrub  canopy. 

Photoplot  established  in  1995  in  the  South  Pasture  at  river  mile  33.8 
and  reread  in  1996,  1997,  1998.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture 
in  1996  and  1998.  Livestock  grazed  the  pasture  in  1995,  1997,  and 
will  graze  the  pasture  in  1 999  from  April  1 5 until  May  31 . Monitoring 
shows  maintenance  of  the  herbaceous  ground  cover  and  the  shrub 
canopy. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  established  in  the  North  Pasture  in  1988 
and  reread  in  1993  and  1998.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in 
1995,  1997,  and  will  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1999.  Livestock  grazed 
the  pasture  in  1996  and  1998  from  April  15  until  May  31.  Monitoring 
showed  an  increase  in  Festuca  idahoensis. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  established  in  the  South  Pasture  in  1993. 
Trend  plot  has  not  been  remeasured. 

Trend  plot(3  X 3 photoplot)  established  in  the  South  Pasture  in  1989 
and  reread  in  1994.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1996  and 

1998.  Livestock  grazed  the  pasture  in  1995,  1997,  and  will  graze  the 
pasture  in  1999  from  April  15  until  May  31  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  Lupinus  sp.  and  herbaceous  ground  cover 

Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  South  Pasture  in 
1989  and  reread  in  1994.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1996 
and  1998.  Monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  the  frequency  of 
Agropyron  spicatum  and  Sitanion  hystrix. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  North  Pasture  in 
1989  and  reread  in  1994.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1995, 
1997,  and  will  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1999.  Livestock  grazed  the 
pasture  in  1 996  and  1 998  from  April  1 5 until  May  31 . Monitoring 
showed  an  increase  in  herbaceous  ground  cover  and  Agropyron 
spicatum. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  study  was  established  in  the  North  Pasture 
in  1989  and  reread  in  1994.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in 
1995,  1997,  and  will  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1999.  Livestock  grazed 
the  pasture  in  1996  and  1998  from  April  15  until  May  31.  Monitoring 
showed  an  increase  in  the  frequency  of  Agropyron  spicatum. 
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Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  South  Pasture  in 
1993  and  reread  in  1998.  Livestock  did  not  graze  the  pasture  in  1996 
and  1998.  Livestock  grazed  the  pasture  in  1995, 1997,  and  will  graze 
the  pasture  in  1999  from  April  15  until  May  31.  Monitoring  showed  an 
increase  in  forbs. 

Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  same  as  existing 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

8.8 

public 

7.2 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

None 

53 

public 

44 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

2.0 

public 

9.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  ALIMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

278 

None 

470 

public 

2780 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4103  Rockpile 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 


Riparian  monitoring: 


Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  10  River  Miles  15.2-26.0 
I 

928 

private  9.8  public  11.8 

private  1067  public  2470 

private  4199  public  5618 

Season  long 

88-01 1 , 90-069,  91-004,  92-050,  97-040 

Spring  grazing  (April  15-May  31)  or  rest  on  8.8  miles  of  public  and  7.8 
miles  of  private  riverbank,  season  long  on  2.0  miles  of  private 
riverbank  and  8 days  during  the  summer  on  3.0  miles  of  public  river 
bank. 

Photo  point  established  in  1979  at  river  mile  17.5  and  retaken  in  1997 
and  1998  in  the  North  Corridor  pasture.  Livestock  will  not  graze 
pasture  in  1999.  Photos  show  a dramatic  increase  in  the  bank 
stability,  creation  of  islands  in  the  middle  of  the  South  Fork  John  Day 
River,  herbaceous  ground  cover  on  the  banks,  and  the  shrub  canopy 
Photo  point  established  in  1979  at  river  mile  23.1  and  retaken  in  1997 
in  the  River  pasture.  Livestock  have  grazed  this  pasture  for  four  days 
during  the  summer.  Photos  show  that  the  old  river  channel  has  been 
filled  in  by  herbaceous  vegetation. 

Photo  point  established  in  1979  at  river  mile  25  and  retaken  in  1997. 
Pasture  will  be  grazed  during  the  spring  in  1999.  Photos  show  the 
bank  stabilizing  and  herbaceous  ground  cover  on  the  banks 
Photo  point  established  in  1979  at  river  mile  24.9  and  retaken  in  1997. 
Livestock  will  graze  the  pasture  during  the  spring.  Photos  show  that 
the  banks  were  revegetated  with  herbaceous  vegetation  and  the 
banks  stabilized. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Frazier  Creek 
pasture  in  1989  and  reread  in  1994  and  1998.  Livestock  grazed  the 
pasture  in  late  fall  in  1998  and  will  graze  the  pasture  in  the  late  fall  in 
1999.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Agropyron  spicatum  and  Poa 
secunda. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  Frazier  Creek 
pasture  in  1989  and  reread  in  1994  and  1998.  Livestock  grazed  the 
pasture  in  late  fall  in  1998  and  will  in  1999.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  of  Agropyron  spicatum  and  Festuca  idahoensis. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Martin  Creek 
pasture  in  1989  and  reread  in  1994.  Livestock  have  grazed  the 
pasture  in  the  late  fall  for  the  last  two  years.  Monitoring  shows  no 
increase  or  decrease  in  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  study  established  in  the  Martin  Creek 
pasture  in  1989  and  reread  in  1994.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in 
the  frequency  of  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 Ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  River  Pasture  in 
1989  and  reread  in  1994.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  for  8 days 
during  the  summer.  Monitoring  showed  a static  trend  in  vegetation. 
Line  intercept(frequencyO  study  established  in  the  River  Pasture  in 
1 989  and  reread  in  1 994.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  for  8 days 
during  the  summer.  Monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  the  frequency  of 
Agropyron  spicatum. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot). established  in  the  Martin  Creek 
Pasture  in  1994  and  reread  in  1998.  Livestock  have  grazed  the 
pasture  during  the  fall  for  the  last  two  years.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  the  ground  cover  and  Sitanion  hystrix. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot),  established  in  the  Frazier  Creek 
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pasture  in  1993  and  reread  in  1998.  Livestock  have  grazed  the 
pasture  during  the  fall  for  the  last  two  years.  Monitoring  shows  an 
increase  in  ground  cover  and  decrease  in  forbs. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Doghouse  Pasture 
in  1993  and  reread  in  1998.  Livestock  grazed  the  pasture  in  the 
spring  in  1998  and  in  1999  the  pasture  will  be  rested.  Monitoring 
shows  very  little  change  in  ground  cover  or  vegetation. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.  photoplot)  established  in  the  Flats  Pasture  in 
1993  and  reread  in  1998.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the 
spring.  Monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  Agropyron  spicatum  and  an 
increase  in  Bromus  tectorum. 

Line  intercept(frequency)study  established  in  the  Flats  Pasture  in 
1993  and  reread  in  1998.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the 
spring.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Poa  secunda,  an  increase  in 
Sitanion  hystrix,  a decrease  in  Agropyron  spicatum,  and  an  increase 
in  Festuca  idahoensis. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 
No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


same  as  existing 

private 

9.8 

public  11.8 

private 

None 

60 

public  143 

private 

3.0 

public  14.0 

private 

278 

none 

840 

public  2780 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4104  South  Fork 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  Within  Lease: 
Miles  of  River  bank: 
Acres  Within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  Management  in  1988: 
NEPA  documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 
Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  1 1 River  Miles  48.8  - 52.8 
C 

215 

private  7.9  public  0.1 

private  592  public  80 

private  5,640  public  1 ,075 

season  long 

none 

winter 

No  established  riparian  studies. 

No  established  upland  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  60  days 
during  the  November  15  to  April  15  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence: 

private 

7.9 

public 

0.1 

Acres  excluded: 

private 

96 

public 

1 

Other  actions: 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 

private 

6.0 

public 

0.8 

Acres  excluded: 

private 

600 

public 

80 

Public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
Other  actions: 


8 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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4044  Soda  Creek 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank: 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries: 
Acres  within  allotment: 
Riparian  management  in  1988: 
NEPA  Documents: 
Riparian  management  in  1999: 
Riparian  monitoring: 


Upland  monitoring: 


Segment  1 1 River  Miles  42.8  - 45.0 
I 

309 

private  4.4  public  0.0 

private  451  public  0 

private  2,080  public  2,023 

season  long 

90-008 

exclusion 

Photo  point  established  in  1995  on  Dry  Soda  Creek,  and  reread  in 
1996,  1997,  and  1998.  Photos  show  an  increase  in  herbaceous 
ground  cover.  Beginning  in  1992  the  pasture  has  been  grazed  early 
spring  or  late  summer(after  mid-August)  each  year. 

Trend  plot  (3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  was  established  in  1989,  and  reread  in  1995  in 
the  Wildcat  Pasture.  Beginning  in  1995  the  pasture  has  been  grazed 
in  the  spring,  summer,  or  fall  for  four  weeks.  Photos  show  an  increase 
in  the  vigor  of  the  Festuca  idahoensis. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  was  established  in  1989,  and  reread  in  1995 
in  the  Wildcat  Pasture.  Beginning  in  1992  the  pasture  has  been 
grazed  in  the  spring,  summer,  or  fall  for  four  weeks.  Monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  the  frequency  of  Festuca  idahoensis  and 
Agropyron  spicatum. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  was  established  in  1989  and  reread  in  1995  in 
the  Poison  Creek  pasture.  Pasture  has  been  grazed  during  the  spring 
since  1992.  The  monitoring  shows  no  change  in  Festuca  idahoensis 
and  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  was  established  in  1989  and  reread  in  1995 
in  the  Poison  Creek  pasture.  Beginning  in  1992  the  pasture  has  been 
grazed  the  spring.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  the  frequency  of 
Festuca  idahoensis  and  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Trend  plot(3  ft.  X 3ft.)  was  established  in  1989  and  reread  in  1995  in 
the  Snake  Den  pasture  Since  1992  the  pasture  has  been  grazed  at 
various  times  for  three  weeks  during  the  grazing  season.  Monitoring 
shows  a decrease  in  perennial  plants. 

Line  intercept(frequency)  was  established  in  1989  and  reread  in  1995 
in  the  Snake  Den  Pasture.  Since  1992  the  pasture  has  been  grazed 
at  various  times  for  three  weeks  during  the  grazing  season. 

Monitoring  shows  a decrease  in  Elymus  and  an  increase  in  Agropyron 
spicatum. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  grazing  miles  of  fence: 
acres  excluded: 
other  actions: 

private: 

private: 

none 

n/a 

public 

public: 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence: 
acres  excluded: 
public  land  AUMS’s  canceled: 
other  actions: 

private: 

private: 

n/a 

public: 

public: 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4155  Blackhorse  Draw 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 


Upland  monitoring: 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions: 
No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
Public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 


Segment  1 1 River  Miles  47.0  -47.8 
I 

159 

private  1.5  public  0.0 

private  93  public  55 

private  3,480  public  760 

season  long 

89-022 

summer 

Riparian  photoplot  established  in  the  Utley  Creek  pasture  in  1990  and 
reread  every  year  since  1990.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the 
spring.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Sa//x  and  herbaceous 
vegetation. 

Trend  plot  (3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  established  in  1989  and  reread  in  1993  and  in 
1995.  Livestock  graze  the  pasture  during  the  spring.  Monitoring 
shows  an  increase  in  Poa  and  a decrease  in  Stipa  comata. 

Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 
November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  15 


to  May 

15  period. 

private 

n/a 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

private 

public 

private 

1.4 

public 

1.0 

private 

40.0 

public 

60.0 

8 
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4067  Sheep  Creek  Butte 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Appendices 


Segment  1 1 River  Miles  40.2  - 42.8,  45.0  - 47.0,  47.8  - 48.8 
C 

957 

private  10.6  public  0.6 

private  814  public  310 

private  16,360  public  4733 

Summer 
93-028 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

Trend  plot  (3  ft.  X 3 ft.)established  in  1989  near  Don’s  Butte  and 
reread  in  1995.  Livestock  have  grazed  the  pasture  in  the  spring  or  late 
fall.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Festuca  idahoensis  and  Sitanion 
hystrix  and  a decrease  in  Agropyron  spicatum. 

Line  intercept  (frequency)  study  established  in  1989  and  reread  in 
1995  near  Don’s  Butte.  Livestock  have  grazed  the  pasture  in  the 
spring  or  late  fall.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Festuca 
idahoensis  and  Sitanion  hystrix. 

Trend  plot  (3  ft.  X 3 ft.)  established  in  1989  near  Flat’s  Creek  and 
reread  in  1995.  Livestock  have  grazed  the  pasture  during  late  fall. 
Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  comata  and  Sitanion  hystrix. 
Line  intercept  (frequency)  study  established  in  1989  and  reread  in 
1995  near  Flat  Creek.  Livestock  have  grazed  the  pasture  in  the  spring 
or  late  fall.  Monitoring  shows  an  increase  in  Stipa  comata  and 
Sitanion  hystrix. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

November  1 to  June  1 on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank.  Dates  of 
authorized  use  would  be  determined  by  plant  phenology,  herd  size 
and  available  forage,  but  would  be  restricted  normally  to  the  April  15 
to  May  31  period. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

4.8 

public 

0.3 

acres  excluded 

private 

58 

public 

3 

other  actions 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

6.2 

public 

3.0 

acres  excluded 

private 

480 

public 

280 

public  land  AUMS  canceled  28 
Other  actions 


[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


4106  Izee 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  1 1 

River 

Miles  39.2-40.: 

C 

240 

private 

1.7 

public  0.3 

private 

131 

public  197 

private 

1,320 

public  1,200 

exclusion 

None 

same  as  above. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 
No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  use  authorizations  to  prohibit  grazing  on  public  lands  within 

riparian  exclosure.  Reactivation  of  use  would  be  dependant  upon 
recovery  as  evaluated  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  and  subject  to 
management  prescription  to  sustain  functioning  condition. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

none 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as  existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

1.0 

public 

1.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

20 

None 

190 

public 

197 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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4186  Big  Flats 


Appendices 


Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  11  River  Miles  36.1  - 39.2 
I 

129 

private  5.4  public  0.8 

private  201  public  148 

private  5,443  public  1,648 

Late  fall 
None 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions:  Adjust  the  lease  to  confine  grazing  period  within  the  dates  of 

September  15  to  November  30  on  pastures  with  access  to  riverbank. 


No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

private 

2.8 

public 

0.8 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

34 

public 

10 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 

private 

4.0 

public 

2.0 

acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

14 

180 

public 

140 

[Special  Seasonal  Limitations  To  Grazing  apply,  see  preamble  to  Appendix  L.] 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 
4154  Morgan  Creek 

Location: 
Category: 
AUMS  within  lease: 
Miles  of  river  bank 
Acres  within  WSR  boundaries 
Acres  within  allotment 
Riparian  management  in  1988 
NEPA  documents 
Riparian  management  in  1999 
Riparian  monitoring 
Upland  monitoring 


Segment  1 1 River  Miles  allotment  contains  no  river  bank,  but 
C lies  within  1/4  mile  of  the  river. 

370 

private  0.0  public  0.0 

private  140  public  0 

private  2360  public  1847 

no  river  bank  on  allotment 
none 

same  as  above 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 

No  established  monitoring  studies. 


Restricted  grazing,  necessary  actions: 

same  as  existing 

No  Riparian  Grazing  miles  of  fence 

acres  excluded 
other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 

No  Grazing:  miles  of  fence 
acres  excluded 
public  land  AUMS  canceled 
Other  actions 

private 

private 

n/a 

public 

public 

n/a  (same  as 

existing) 
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Appendix  M Riparian  Photographs 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


Photo  1 July  1 999.  The  confluence  of  Ferry  Canyon  and  the  John  Day  River  at  RM  53.7.  The  river  is  just  beyond 
the  far  willow  clump.  Voluntary  non-use  from  summer  grazing  has  allowed  development  of  woody  and 
herbaceous  riparian  vegetation.  Ferry  Canyon  Watershed  Council  promoted  good  management  practices 
and  upland  restoration  projects. 


Photo  2 August  1980.  Ferry  Canyon  and  John  Day  confluence  at  RM  53.7.  The  river  is  seen  in  the  upper  half  of 
the  picture  below  the  two  prominent  junipers  and  the  cutbank.  Much  of  the  desirable  riparian  vegetation 
is  absent  due  to  summer  grazing. 
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Photo  3 


Photo  4 


July  1999.  Looking  up  Ferry  Canyon  from  near  the  confluence  with  the  John  Day.  Showing  riparian 
improvement  due  to  elimination  of  summer  grazing. 


August  1980.  Looking  up  Ferry  Canon  from  near  the  confluence  with  the  John  Day  River.  Much  of  the 
desirable  riparian  vegetation  is  absent  due  to  summer  grazing. 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


Photo  5 June  1996.  The  John  Day  River  at  RM  61 .3.  Showing  the  results  of  voluntary  nonuse  for  six  years. 


Photo  6 June  1 990.  The  John  Day  River  at  RM  6 1 .3.  Grazing  usually  extended  from  late  spring  into  summer. 
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Photo  7 June  1996.  The  John  Day  River  at  RM  68.8.  Low  potential  site  showing  no  change  since  the  1991  photo. 
Continued  livestock  exclusion. 


Photo  8 June  1991.  The  John  Day  River  at  RM  68.8.  Low  potential  site  showing  little  change  after  livestock 
exclusion  since  the  1950's. 
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Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


Photo  9 July  1994.  The  John  Day  River  at  RM  100.4,  showing  increasing  willow  cover  since  1990,  (refer  to 
Photo  22).  Continued  spring  livestock  use. 


Photo  10  June  1990.  The  John  Day  River  at  RM  100.4,  showing  the  results  of  riparian  oriented  grazing  management 
started  in  1988.  Livestock  graze  during  the  spring  period. 
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Photo  1 1 May  9,  1995.  The  John  day  River  flowing  at  10,300  cubic  feet  per  second  (cfs)  at  the  confluence  with 
Sorefoot  Creek,  RM  106.3.  Showing  extensive  inundation  of  the  lower  banks  and  the  riparian  areas. 
Livestock  are  unable  to  access  the  riparian  areas  at  higher  flows  during  the  spring. 


Photo  12  September  9,  1995.  The  John  Day  River  flowing  at  162  cfs  at  the  confluence  with  Sorefoot  Creek,  RM  106.3. 
Showing  full  exposure  of  the  riparian  areas.  Livestock  could  access  the  entire  river  and  easily  cross. 
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Photo  13 


Photo  14 


May  10,  1995.  The  John  Day  River  flowing  at  10,300  cfs  at  the  confluence  with  Hay  Creek,  RM  29.7. 
Showing  extensive  inundation  of  the  lower  banks  and  the  riparian  areas.  Livestock  are  unable  to  access 
the  riparian  areas  at  higher  flows. 


September  14,  1995.  The  John  Day  River  flowing  at  162  cfs  at  the  confluence  with  Hay  Creek,  RM  29.7. 
Showing  full  exposure  of  the  riparian  areas.  Livestock  could  access  the  entire  river  and  easily  cross. 
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Photo  15  September  1996.  Bridge  Creek  is  a tributary  to  the  John  Day  River  at  RM  135.3.  Showing  the  results  of 
short  duration  spring  grazing  practices  for  nine  years. 


Photo  16  September  1987.  Bridge  Greek  is  a tributary  to  the  John  Day  River  at  RM  135.3.  Showing  the  results 
of  repeated,  season  long  grazing  use. 
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Photo  17  1997.  The  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  near  Black  Pine  Creek.  Improvement  in  the  sedge/rush 

community  resulting  from  riparian  oriented  grazing  management.  Grazing  occurs  for  three  weeks  during 
the  spring  with  complete  rest  every  third  year. 


Photo  1 8 1 979.  The  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  near  Black  Pine  Creek.  The  results  of  season  long  grazing. 
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Photo  19  1999.  The  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  near  Cougar  Gulch.  The  riparian  zone  has  improved  by 

providing  alternative  livestock  watering  sources  away  from  the  creek  and  a riparian  oriented  grazing 
system  which  allows  one  month  of  use  during  the  spring,  or  late  summer,  and  complete  rest  every  third 
year. 


Photo  20  1979.  The  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River  near  Cougar  Gulch.  Showing  the  results  of  season  long 

grazing. 


269 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


Photo  2 1 


Photo  22 


July  1990.  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River.  A riparian  oriented  grazing  system  using  spring  grazing 
greatly  increased  the  woody  and  herbaceous  riparian  vegetation. 


June  1976.  South  Fork  of  the  John  Day  River.  The  results  of  repeated  summer  long  livestock  grazing. 
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Photo  23 


Photo  24 


June  1998.  Reverie  Terrace  upland  vegetation  study  along  the  John  Day  River  at  RM  76.6.  Showing  an 
increase  in  size  and  number  of  sand  dropseed  grass  plants.  Livestock  grazing  was  changed  to  spring  use 
in  1991. 


May  1987.  Reverie  Terrace  upland  vegetation  study  along  the  John  Day  River  at  RM  76.6.  The  grass  in 
the  study  plot  is  sand  dropseed.  Livestock  grazing  occurred  during  the  spring  and  summer. 
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Ecological  Site:  A particular  or  unique  kind  of  land  with  specific  physical  characteristics  that  differs  from  other 
kinds  of  land  in  its  ability  to  produce  a distinctive  kind  and  amount  of  vegetation. 

Ecological  site  (potential  vegetation)  = f [soil,  parent  material,  relief,  climate,  biota(animals),  time  (time  for  the 
biotic  community  to  approximate  a dynamic  equilibrium  with  soil  and  climate  conditions)] 

Along  the  John  Day  River  there  are  several  ecological  sites  that  have  distinct  potential  plant  communities.  Some 
of  these  sites  have  potential  for  riparian  plant  communities  and  others  do  not.  On  the  John  Day  River  system, 
seven  riparian  ecological  sites  have  been  described  which  support  distinct  potential  plant  communities.  The 
sites  vary  greatly  in  their  ability  to  support  riparian  vegetation. 

1 .0  Basalt  Cliff  /Ledge  - This  site  consists  of  Basalt  cliffs  and  ledges.  It  is  generally  devoid  of 
soil.  Occasionally  very  sparse  vegetation  will  exist  in  fractures  and  crevices. 

2.0  Colluvium  - This  site  consists  of  rubble  deposited  by  colluvial  means.  Fluvial  forces  have  little  to  do  with  this 
landform.  Boulders  that  have  rolled  into  the  stream  are  present  adjacent  to  the  site  and  are  evident  at  low  flow 
levels.  Vegetation  varies  depending  on  how  much  fine  soil  material  has  accumulated  and  distance  from  average 
water  flows.  Hackberry  is  the  dominant  woody  vegetation  with  mock  orange  present  in  wetter  sites.  Willows  are 
generally  absent  at  very  few  sites.  Bunchgrass  is  typically  not  present  below  the  mean  high  water  mark.  Reed 
Canary  grass  is  common.  Some  emergent  species  tend  to  follow  the  water  level  as  flows  recede  in  the  growing 
season. 

3.0  Cobble/Gravel  Bar  - This  site  consists  of  gravel  and  cobble  bars,  including  mid-channeland  point  bars.  Bar 
material  is  highly  mobile.  Vegetation,  when  present,  is  typically  emergent  and  tends  to  follow  the  waters  edge  as 
it  recedes  during  the  growing  season.  As  a result  of  substrate  mobility  and  the  associated  shearing  action, 
woody  species  are  seldom  found.  Some  mid  channel  bars  have  willow  communities  that  are  becoming 
established.  These  bars  are  in  locations  relative  to  channel  shape  that  allow  energy  and  shearing  actions  to  stay 
in  a defined  pattern  and  allow  for  woody  species  to  become  better  established. 

5.0  Terrace  Edge  - The  formation  of  this  site  is  the  result  of  lateral  stream  migration  into  an  older  terrace 
landform.  The  older  terrace  is  a remnant  of  the  holocene  period  prior  to  the  John  Day  adjusting  to  its  current 
elevation.  The  top  or  flat  part  of  the  terrace  contains  upland  species.  This  site  is  variable  due  to  slope  of  the 
terrace  edge,  either  vertical  or  sloping  or  slumping,  and  due  to  parent  material  of  the  terrace,  either  fine  textured 
or  coarse  or  a mixture  of  both.  The  substrate  material  composition  is  a factor  in  erosion  rate  (active  cutbank, 
stable  vertical  bank,  slumping  recovering  bank)  which  is  a function  of  spatial  location  with  respect  to  channel 
migration.  Vegetation  varies  due  mainly  to  soil  texture  and  flow  level  fluctuations.  Herbaceous  and  emergent 
vegetation  follows  water  levels  as  it  recedes  during  the  growing  season.  Woody  species  are  seldom  found. 

5.1  Non-Riparian  Terrace  Edge  - This  site  consists  of  shallow  soil  terrace  underlain  by  coarse  fluvial  substrate, 
typically  gravel  or  cobble.  This  site  is  a specific  subunit  of  the  previously  described  terrace  edge  site.  At  low  flow 
levels  this  site  typically  grades  into  gravel  bars.  Vegetation  is  limited  by  the  lack  of  fine  soil  material  and  by  low 
water  holding  capacity  especially  when  water  levels  recede.  As  a result  of  substrate  mobility  and  the  associated 
shearing  action,  woody  species  are  seldom  found. 

6.0  Alluvial  Fan  - This  site  forms  a confluence  with  tributaries  and  canyon  features.  It  is  highly  variable  and 
groundwater  relations  are  a key  component.  Coarse  materials  are  deposited  from  the  tributary  into  the  main 
channel.  Some  of  the  coarse  material  is  sheared  from  the  front  edge  and  deposited  immediately  downstream. 
Fine  materials  are  deposited  from  the  main  channel  both  upstream  and  downstream  of  the  coarse  fan.  The 
areas  of  fine  soils  material  are  subirrigated  by  the  tributary  creating  a more  stable  water  regime  for  plant 
communities.  Vegetation  is  diverse  with  both  herbaceous  and  woody  vegetation  present . 

7.0  Hillslope  - This  site  consists  of  shallow  stony  colluvium.  What  little  fine  soil  that  is  included  is  loamy  in 
texture.  Fluvial  forces  have  little  to  do  with  this  landform  and  this  site  is  very  stable.  Boulders  that  have  rolled 
into  the  stream  are  present  adjacent  to  the  site  and  are  evident  at  low  flow  levels.  Vegetation  varies  depending 
on  how  much  fine  soil  material  has  accumulated  and  elevation  from  average  water  flows.  Hackberry  is  the 
dominant  woody  vegetation  with  mock  orange  present  in  wetter  sites.  Willows  have  only  been  found  at  very  few 
sites.  Bunchgrass  is  typically  not  present  below  the  mean  high  water  mark.  Reed  Canary  grass  occurs  on  some 
areas.  Some  emergent  species  tend  to  follow  the  water  level  as  flows  recede  in  the  growing  season. 


272 


JD-OLO  BASALT  LBD6E/6Lirf 

THIS  t>ITH  CONSISTS  OF  BAS/JLT  CLIFFS  AND  LSDCBS.  IT  \SCeUE^f{LV<  D6Vom  of 
2)01  L.  OCA“56.10^oflUY  SB^RSS  VEC^TATW  uiLL  e><L\ST  5ASALT  ri?A6T0T?eS- 


CROSS  SECTION 

^ 6ANKFUL  FLOV  <^FS 


LOW  FLOV/  ^00  CF5 


AfRlAl  EVAfnPLl? 


mAP  e:’)CAmpL5 


JD02.0  60LLL>VIUtr\ 

DEfOSITgD  Bt  COU.0V1AL  t^EAWS-  FLORAL 
rO^C5S  U'T'Tl^  To  ^>0  WlT^^  TH'\S  LAPPF0<?r^-  J^OuL'oe’I?i>  THAT  UAn/;^ 

^0LLBX>  /WTO  TM£  S(?SAm  /TIAY  AWAdeiOT  To  TH-«5  S)yc 

CkJOSS  SECTION  


AE^K\/^l  ^^Ar^?LB 


rMp  HMt^PLE 


ID'Oi.O  COBBtE /tRAVf L BAR 

THIS  SITE  COk)S\STS>  OF  OWEl  AV)0  BARS  , iWCL^DiroC-  r^)0-CtiA  ^J)J£L 

AWt)  TO^Kll  ILARS-  BAT^  mAT5R’»AL  IS  H'^G-Uiy  rnOlULS. 


O^D^S  <£OTION/ 


AFR\AL 


fMP  S'^F'PlE 


.f-  ^ 


is- 


PHOTO 


JD -Q£.0  Te^KPCE 


TH 

THi 

Lcc^riou 


Of 

sns  \s 


i/jm 


THI^  S)T5  )S  tH£ 

. WA^\A^U  SA^B  oCf  ^BS 
TO  chAisjvBL  Wm 


^eSOLT  Of  LAUfAL  STr?r4r>^  rA\6(^AV0K/ 

, A-IOD  SP4TMI 


c^oss  section 


bankful  fu>^ 

<1^00  CFS 


i^ocj  PTjOuJ 

"SooCFS 


£'*Amp(.E  rmp  exAmPi.£:  , 

_ .1 


PHOTO  E'J^ArnplS 


J 


MOM'RIP/IRm  nRRI^a 


THIS  S/SI  CC?/JS) STS,  or  A SHflllOV  Ev  COARSE 

‘ LIS'  CSRA>  ' - 


FLiNIflL  SDESTP^TE  .TYPICALLY' 


WEL  OR  CORBLE 


acsS  SECTION 


SC^iL 

CoBSLE 

'-j/So<^6 

O-t^AVEL 


V 


V 


5')(AmPLE 


eft*^ifFyt.  PU3W  ^100  CF$ 


Lo\j  Ficrs^  300  CFj, 


m?  E''MniPLl 


JD-(X,0 


ALtOVlAL  FAN 


TT  IS 


CROSS  S^dTlDM 


9s«i^6 


/jOW  fl-OUJ  soa^ 


Ae^m  LHAX^?li 


rOAP  £:vAropL£‘ 


I 


CTD  - 0^,0 

TM\^  SiTl? 
POr^T\  OM  V-S 
TO  Do  \/J  I"n4 


H/LLSLOP^  ^ ^ 

.lONSlST-S  <«>=  SHAttoW  f,TT^- 

Te-y-ruRS  - FUUvjlAc  FoKCgS  UTTUs 


i»o 

TW»^  ^ iTIff 


PV^OTO  C^AMFLt 


/^ER\AL.  ^XAMPUfc 


NWP  exAMPLe 


V f 


A 


Final  John  Day  River  Plan  and  EIS 


280 


Appendices 

Appendix  N The  Wilderness  Review  Process 

The  BLM  is  required  by  law  to  conduct  a wilderness  review  of  it’s  lands  and  recommend  to  Congress  which  lands 
are  or  are  not  suited  for  wilderness  designation.  The  review  process  consists  of  the  following  three  steps: 

1 ■ Wilderness  Inventory  Public  lands  are  inventoried  to  determine  whether  or  not  they  possess  the  wilderness 
characteristics  described  in  federal  law.  Lands  found  to  have  these  characteristics  are  designated  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  (WSAs).  They  are  managed  to  preserve  those  wilderness  characteristics  until  the  next  step  occurs. 

2.  Wilderness  Study  WSAs  are  studied  to  determine  if  they  are  best  suited  for  wilderness  designation  or  for 
some  other  non-wilderness  use.  This  results  in  BLM  recommending  to  Congress  that  they  designate  the  WSA  or 
drop  it  from  further  consideration. 

3.  Wilderness  Reporting  The  BLM  presents  the  results  of  the  wilderness  study  to  the  President  who  presents 
the  final  recommendation  to  Congress.  The  designation  of  federal  land  as  wilderness  can  only  be  done  by 
Congress. 

Additions  to  BLM  Wilderness  Study  Area  Lands  Within  the  John  Day  Basin: 

Sutton  Mountain  and  Pat’s  Cabin  WSAs  - Details  concerning  the  Wilderness  inventory  for  these  WSAs  can  be 
found  in  the  Final  Sutton  Mountain  Coordinated  Resource  Management  Plan(CRMP).  dated  March  1995,  and 
the  Decision  Record  for  the  Sutton  Mountain  CRMP.  dated  March  1996. 

North  Pole  Ridge  WSA  - Details  concerning  the  Wilderness  inventory  and  study  completed  for  the  original  North 
Pole  Ridge  WSA  are  included  in  the  BLM  Wilderness  Study  Report.  Volume  1,  pgs.  631-640,  dated  October 
1991. 

Details  concerning  additions  to  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA  follow: 

Unit  Number:  North  Pole  Ridge  1,  addition  to  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA 
Unit  Name:  OR-5-8 

Description 

Size:  This  unit  contains  520  acres  adjacent  to  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA. 

Location:  Along  the  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River  about  15  miles  northwest  of  Fossil,  Oregon  and  15 
miles  southwest  of  Condon,  Oregon. 

Boundaries:  The  unit  is  bounded  to  the  south  and  west  by  the  existing  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA  and  to  the 
north  by  a utility  corridor  in  Pine  Hollow  which  contains  a buried  natural  gas  pipeline.  To  the  southeast  the 
unit  is  bounded  by  a small  parcel  of  private  land  and  a dirt  road  that  traverses  the  east  side  of  the  river, 
then  ascends  the  southwest  side  of  Smith  Canyon  to  the  plateau  above.  To  the  northeast  the  unit  is 
bounded  by  the  John  Day  River. 

Physical  Characteristics:  Within  the  unit,  the  John  Day  River  has  cut  a 1 ,500  foot-deep  canyon  through  the 
Columbia  River  Basalt  Formation  leaving  escarpments  along  the  canyon  that  are  interspersed  with  volcanic 
talus  and  steep  bunchgrass  covered  slopes.  The  unit  includes  portions  of  the  John  Day  River  Canyon,  and 
two  small  tributary  canyons,  Zig  Zag  and  an  unnamed  canyon.  Elevations  range  from  approximately  1 ,000 
feet  above  sea  level  (ASL)  at  river  level,  to  2,000  feet  ASL  on  the  knobs  and  rocky  ridges  between  side 
canyons. 

The  topography  of  the  lands  bordering  the  John  Day  River  range  from  low  river  terraces  of  silt,  sand  and 
cobbles,  to  rounded  grassy  hills.  At  RM  86-87,  near  the  center  of  the  unit,  a large  bend  in  the  river  has 
created  a river  terrace  about  75  acres  in  size.  Approximately  15  acres  of  the  river  terrace  are  outside  the 
unit  boundary  and  are  privately  owned. 
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Away  from  the  river,  steep  canyon  walls  of  volcanic  rock  and  talus  rise  towards  the  canyon  rim,  located  from 
one  to  four  miles  away.  The  vegetation  includes  flats  of  juniper,  sagebrush  and  snakeweed,  to  slopes  of 
bunchgrass.  Dalmation  toadflax,  a noxious  weed,  has  invaded  a portion  of  the  large  river  terrace  in  the 
southern  portion  of  section  9.  Noxious  weeds  have  invaded  other  portions  of  the  unit  to  varying  degrees, 
particularly  river  benches  that  are  regularly  washed  with  flood  waters  containing  weed  seeds. 

Wilderness  Criteria 

Size:  The  unit  satisfies  the  size  criteria  as  it  is  contiguous  with  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA. 

Naturalness:  The  unit  appears  to  have  been  primarily  effected  by  the  forces  of  nature.  The  few  unnatural 
features  that  exist,  include  a .4  mile  way  that  parallels  the  east  bank  of  the  John  Day  River  from  Thirtymile- 
Smith  Canyon  road  to  the  Northpole  Ridge  WSA  boundary  with  a .4  mile  fence  paralleling  the  way  on  the 
east  side.  There  is  also  an  abandoned  agricultural  field  of  approximately  5 acres  on  a flat  between  the  John 
Day  River  and  Thirtymile-Smith  Canyon  Road.  The  field  is  in  the  process  of  reverting  to  natural  vegetation. 
Overall  the  imprint  of  peoples  work  within  the  unit  is  substantially  unnoticeable. 

Solitude:  The  opportunity  for  solitude  is  outstanding  throughout  much  of  the  unit.  The  basalt  slopes  of  the 
1 ,500  foot  deep  John  Day  River  Canyon  engulf  the  visitor  and  in  many  places  give  one  the  feeling  of  being 
completely  alone.  Near  the  center  of  the  unit,  the  incised  river  canyon  makes  a major  gooseneck  turn, 
greatly  reducing  visibility  around  this  bend,  either  upstream  or  downstream  of  the  visitor’s  location.  In  the 
northern  portion  of  the  unit  the  opportunity  for  solitude  is  lessened  by  low  rolling  hills  which  increase 
visibility  in  the  area  between  the  canyon  wall  and  the  river.  Despite  a lesser  degree  of  solitude  in  the 
northern  portion,  the  unit  as  a whole  contains  many  secluded  spots,  either  along  the  river,  up  side  canyons, 
or  over  their  connecting  ridges. 

Recreation:  The  unit  contains  many  outstanding  opportunities  for  unconfined  recreation  including  float 
boating,  fishing,  camping,  hiking,  hunting,  wildlife  viewing,  bird  watching,  photography  and  viewing 
geological,  and  archeological  features. 

Supplemental  values:  Supplemental  values  found  in  this  unit  include  2.5  miles  of  the  John  Day  River  which 
provides  critical  habitat  for  steelhead,  trout  and  Chinook  salmon,  outstanding  scenic  quality,  a natural 
bluebunch  wheatgrass  plant  community,  three  Federal  candidate  plant  species,  protected  wildlife  including 
bald  eagles  and  California  bighorn  sheep,  the  Columbia  River  Basalt  formation  and  archeological  sites. 

Decision:  The  results  of  a wilderness  inventory  analysis  concluded  that  this  unit  has  wilderness  character,  worthy 
of  further  wilderness  review,  and  on  February  13,  1998,  it  was  approved  by  the  Prineville  District  BLM  for 
addition  to  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA. 

Rationale:  This  unit  appears  to  be  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  and  offers  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude  and  primitive  and  unconfined  forms  of  recreation.  The  unnatural  features  present  are  not  dominant  in 
the  landscape. 

Unit  Number:  North  Pole  Ridge  2,  addition  to  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA 
Unit  Name:  OR-5-8 

Description 

Size:  This  unit  contains  760  acres  adjacent  to  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA. 

Location:  About  one  mile  east  of  the  John  Day  Wild  and  Scenic  River,  about  15  miles  northwest  of  Fossil, 
Oregon  and  15  miles  southwest  of  Condon,  Oregon. 

Boundaries:  The  unit  is  bounded  to  the  south  and  east  by  private  land  and  to  the  west  by  the  existing  North 
Pole  Ridge  WSA.  To  the  north,  the  unit  is  bounded  by  the  thirtymile-Smith  Canyon  Road. 

Physical  Characteristics:  the  topography  of  the  lands  consists  of  several  volcanic  canyons  that  are  deeply 
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incised  in  the  Columbia  River  Basalt  Formation.  Elevations  range  from  approximately  1 ,400  feet  ASL  at  the 
bottom  of  Pete  Enyart  Canyon,  to  2,600  feet  ASL  on  the  knobs  and  ridges  between  side  canyons. 

The  vegetation  is  sparse  in  these  rugged,  rocky  canyons,  consisting  primarily  of  sagebrush  and 
bunchgrass.  Springs  and  seeps  are  visible  in  the  canyon  walls,  offering  small  riparian  zones  and  patches  of 
lush  greenery.  The  bottom  of  the  side  canyons  is  rocky  and  sparsely  vegetated  due  to  the  lack  of  regular 
runoff  and  occasional  flash  flood  events. 

Wilderness  Criteria 

Size:  The  unit  satisfies  the  size  criteria  as  it  is  contiguous  with  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA. 

Naturalness:  All  portions  of  the  unit  appear  to  be  in  a natural  condition  and  primarily  affected  by  the  forces 
of  nature,  protected  from  much  of  man’s  influence,  primarily  due  to  it’s  remote  location.  The  extremely 
rugged  topography  of  the  lands  within  this  unit  have  made  human  development  difficult  and  undesirable. 
There  are  no  known  significant  human  impacts  inside  the  boundaries  of  the  unit. 

Solitude:  Outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  exist  in  the  entire  unit,  due  in  part  to  the  topography  of  the 
area.  The  isolated  canyons  in  this  unit  are  so  deeply  incised  that  if  two  parties  of  hikers  were  exploring 
adjacent  side  canyons,  they  would  not  be  aware  of  the  other  parties’  presence.  By  hiking  from  the  John  Day 
River  up  one  of  these  side  canyons,  one  could  find  total  solitude  away  from  the  sights,  sounds  and 
evidence  of  other  people  in  the  unit. 

Recreation:  The  unit  contains  many  outstanding  opportunities  for  hiking,  backpacking,  hunting,  wildlife 
viewing,  bird  watching,  sightseeing,  photography  and  viewing  geological,  and  archeological  features. 

Supplemental  values:  Supplemental  values  found  in  this  unit  include  the  outstanding  scenic  qualities  of  the 
incised  canyons  bordering  the  John  Day  River,  seeps  and  springs  that  provide  a lush  vegetation  in  contrast 
with  the  otherwise  dry  landscape,  a natural  bluebunch  wheatgrass  plant  community,  three  Federal 
candidate  plant  species,  protected  wildlife  including  bald  eagles  and  California  bighorn  sheep,  the 
Columbia  River  Basalt  formation  and  prehistoric  sites. 

Decision:  The  results  of  a wilderness  inventory  analysis  concluded  that  this  unit  has  wilderness  character,  worthy 
of  further  wilderness  review,  and  on  February  13,  1998,  it  was  approved  by  the  Prineville  District  BLM  for 
addition  to  the  North  Pole  Ridge  WSA. 

Rationale:  This  unit  appears  to  be  affected  primarily  by  the  forces  of  nature,  and  offers  outstanding  opportunities 
for  solitude,  and  primitive  and  unconfined  forms  of  recreation  without  the  presence  of  unnatural  features 
introduced  my  modern  man. 
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Appendices 

Appendix  O Visual  Resource  Management 
Classifications 


The  following  are  Visual  Resource  Management  Classifications  used  by  BLM. 

Class  I - The  objective  of  this  class  is  to  preserve  the  existing  character  of  the  landscape.  Natural  ecological 
changes  and  very  limited  management  activities  are  allowed.  Any  change  created  within  the  characteristic 
landscape  must  not  attract  attention. 

Class  II  - The  objective  of  this  class  is  to  retain  the  existing  character  of  the  landscape.  Changes  in  any  of  the 
basic  elements  caused  by  a management  activity  should  not  be  evident  in  the  characteristic  landscape.  The 
level  of  change  should  be  low  and  must  repeat  the  basic  elements  of  form,  line,  color,  and  texture  found  in  the 
predominant  natural  features  existing  within  the  landscape.  Changes  are  seen,  but  do  not  attract  the  attention  of 
the  casual  observer. 

Class  III  - The  objective  of  this  class  is  to  partially  retain  the  existing  character  of  the  landscape.  Changes  to  the 
basic  elements  caused  by  a management  activity  are  evident,  but  should  remain  subordinate  to  the  existing 
landscape  and  should  not  dominate  the  view  of  the  casual  observer.  Changes  should  be  moderate  and  repeat 
the  basic  elements  found  in  the  predominant  natural  features  of  the  landscape. 

Class  IV  - The  objective  of  this  class  is  to  provide  for  management  activities  which  require  major  modification  of 
the  existing  character  of  the  landscape.  Changes  may  attract  attention.  Activities  may  be  dominant  features  of 
the  landscape  but  every  attempt  should  be  made  to  minimize  the  impact  of  activities  through  careful  location, 
minimal  disturbance,  and  repeating  the  basic  elements  of  the  natural  features  of  the  landscape. 

Class  V - The  objective  of  this  class  is  to  provide  for  areas  where  activities  have  disturbed  the  natural  landscape 
to  a point  where  rehabilitation  is  needed  to  bring  it  up  to  one  of  the  four  other  classifications.  The  level  of 
rehabilitation  will  be  determined  by  the  minimal  standards  of  the  desired  management  class  for  the  area. 

Taken  from  BLM  Manual  8400,  Visual  Resource  Management,  dated  April  5,  1984. 
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Appendices 

Appendix  P - Grazing  Allotments  Proposed  to 
Have  Livestock  Class  Restrictions 


The  following  is  a list  of  96  grazing  allotments  proposed  to  have  livestock  class  restrictions  (no  sheep/goat 
permits)  to  protect  bighorn  sheep.  The  20  allotments  with  an  asterisk  (*)  already  have  this  livestock  class 
restriction. 


Segment  1 
Allotment  Number 

Segment  2 
Allotment  Number 

Segment  3 
Allotment  Number 

Segments  5 & 10 
Allotment  Number 

2500 

2509* 

2507 

4020 

2513 

2514 

2508 

4038 

2520 

2518* 

2512 

4039 

2540 

2521* 

2515 

4052 

2547 

2522* 

2516 

4056 

2555 

2524 

2531 

4059 

2560 

2538* 

2532 

4073 

2562 

2541* 

2533 

4077 

2594 

2543 

2535 

4095 

2595 

2549 

2536 

4103 

2597* 

2553* 

2537 

4115 

2598 

2566 

2544 

4119 

2604 

2572* 

2545 

4124 

2617 

2574 

2556 

4164 

2620 

2581* 

2561 

2637 

2584* 

2564 

2638 

2587 

2569 

2648 

2591* 

2570 

2593 

2576 

2597* 

2577 

2608* 

2587 

2611* 

2588 

2614 

2590 

2616 

2592 

2619* 

2609 

2623 

2624 

2629* 

2630 

2631* 

2633 

2636* 

2641 

2651* 

2649 

2656 

2657 

2659 

2664 
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